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Subscription  orders  (GPO) . 

Subscription  problems  (GPO) . 

“Dial  -  a  -  Reg”  (recorded  sum¬ 
mary  of  highlighted  documents 
appearing  in  next  day’s  issue). 

Washington,  D.C . 

Chicago,  III . 

Los  Angeles,  Calif . 

Scheduling  of  documents  for 
publication. 

Photo  copies  of  documents  appear¬ 
ing  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Corrections . . 

Public  Inspection  Desk . 

Finding  Aids . 

Public  Briefings:  “How  To  Use  the 
Federal  Register.” 

Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR).. 

Finding  Aids . 


202-783-3238 

202-275-3050 


202-523-5022 

312-663-0884 

213-688-6694 

202-523-3187 

523-5240 

523-5237 

523-5215 

523-5227 

523-3517 

523-3419 

523-3517 

523-5227 


PRESIDENTIAL  PAPERS: 

Executive  Orders  and  Proclama¬ 
tions. 

Weekly  Compilation  of  Presidential 
Documents. 

Public  Papers  of  the  Presidents . 

Index . 

PUBLIC  LAWS: 

Public  Law  dates  and  numbers . 


Slip  Laws 


U.S.  Statutes  at  Large. 


U.S.  Government  Manual 


Automation 


Special  Projects 


523-5233 

523-5235 

523-5235 

523-5235 

523-5266 

523-5282 

523-5266 

523-5282 

523-5266 

523-5282 

523-5266 

523-5282 

523-5230 

523-3408 

523-4534 


HIGHLIGHTS— Continued 


FOREIGN  FISHING 

Commerce/NOAA  proposes  an  amendment  governing  the 
harvest  of  short-finned  squid  and  southern  New  England- 
middle  Atlantic  silver  hake  stock  in  northwestern  Atlantic 
Ocean;  commemts  by  8-4-78  . 

HAKE  FISHERIES  OF  THE  NORTHWESTERN 
ATLANTIC 

Commerce/NOAA  amends  the  Preliminary  Fishery  Manage¬ 
ment  Plan;  comments  by  8-4-78 . 

SQUID  FISHERIES  OF  THE  NORTHWESTERN 
ATLANTIC 

Commerce/NOAA  proposes  to  amend  the  Preliminary  Fishery 
Management  Plan;  comments  by  8-4-78 . 

MOTOR  TRANSPORTATION 

ICC  develops  data  regarding  property  incidental  to  transporta¬ 
tion  by  aircraft;  comments  by  8-21-78 . 

MEETINGS— 

USDA/FS:  Moyie  River  Wild  and  Scenic  River  Study.  8-28, 

8-30,  8-31,  and  9-1-78  . 

Priest  River  Wild  and  Scenic  River  Study,  8-28,  8-30, 

8-31,  and  9-1-78 . 

Tonto  National  Forest  Grazing  Advisory  Board,  8-21-78  . 

CRC:  Florida  Advisory  Committee,  8-11  and  8-12-78 . 

Indiana  Advisory  Committee,  8-20-78  . 

Commerce/Census:  Spanish  Origin  Population  for  the  1980 

Census  Advisory  Committee,  8-11-78 . 

FCC:  Private  Land  Mobile  Advisory  Committee,  8-3-78 . 


GSA:  Regional  Public  Advisory  Panel,  Architectural  and 

Engineering  Services,  8-3-78 .  31236 

HEW/CDC:  Influenza,  7-26-78  .  31237 

Interior/BLM:  Off-Road  vehicle  use  of  public  lands,  8-1-78  31243 
International  Year  of  the  Child  National  Commission:  pro¬ 
grams  and  activities,  8-3  through  8-5-78 .  31245 

NASA:  Advisory  Council,  Space  Systems  and  Technology 

Advisory  Committee,  8-4-78  .  31245 

NFAH/NEA:  Music  Panel,  Opera  Section,  8-6  through 

8-9-78 .  31246 

Science  and  Technology  Policy  Office:  Nuclear  Waste  Man¬ 
agement  Technical  Advisory  Group,  8-9-78 .  31252 

State:  Private  International  Law  Advisory  Committee,  Recog¬ 
nition  and  Enforcement  of  Foreign  Judgments  Study 

Group,  9-9-78  .  31253 

Private  International  Law  Advisory  Committee,  Transna¬ 
tional  Bankruptcy  Problems  Study  Group,  9-19-78 .  31254 

VA:  Educational  Allowances  Station  Committee,  8-9  and 
8-16-78  .  31258 

BRIEFING— 

Interior/Secy:  Nonfuel  Minerals  Policy  Review,  8-16-78  .  31245 

HEARING— 

DOT/CG:  CG/Engineers,  Alteration  of  Bridges,  8-24-78  ....  31254 

CANCELED  HEARING— 

DOT/CG:  Bridge  across  St.  Johns  River  and  Mill  Cove, 

7-13-78 .  31254 
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Authority  delegations: 

Area  Managers;  Safford  Dis¬ 
trict,  Ariz .  31241 

Coal  leases: 

Kentucky .  31243 

Meetings: 

Off-road  vehicles;  manage¬ 
ment  on  public  lands .  31243 

Outer  Continental  Shelf: 

Oil  and  gas  leasing;  Gulf  of 

Mexico . : .  31244 

Timber  sales,  small  business 
share  recomputation  guide¬ 
lines,  Oreg .  31242 

Withdrawal  and  reservation  of 
lands,  proposed,  etc.: 

Alaska .  31241 

LIBRARY  OF  CONGRESS 

See  Copyright  Office,  Library  of 
Congress. 


MANAGEMENT  AND  BUDGET  OFFICE 
Notices 

Clearance  of  reports;  list  of  re¬ 
quests  .  31251 

MATERIALS  TRANSPORTATION  BUREAU 
Rules 

Packagings,  use  for  specific  haz¬ 


ardous  materials .  31138 

Notices 

Applications,  exemptions,  re¬ 
newals,  etc.  (2  documents) .  31254, 

31256 


NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Space  Systems  and  Technol¬ 
ogy  Advisory  Committee .  31245 


NATIONAL  CREDIT  UNION 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Federal  Credit  Unions: 

Organization  and  operations 
and  incidental  powers;  share 
accounts  and  share  certifi¬ 
cate  accounts;  correction .  31126 

NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  TRAFFIC  SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Rulemaking  procedures;  limita¬ 
tion  of  proposal  comments .  31143 

NATIONAL  INSTITUTE  OF  EDUCATION 

Notices 

Information  collection  and  data 
acquisition  activity;  descrip¬ 
tion;  inquiry .  31237 

NATIONAL  OCEANIC  AND  ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules  ~ 

Marine  mammals: 

Tuna,  yellowfin;  importation 
and  taking;  purse  seine  fish¬ 
ing  operations  in  Vene¬ 
zuela  .  31144 

Proposed  Rules 

Fishery  conservation  and  man¬ 
agement: 

Foreign  fishing;  hake  fisheries 
of  Northwestern  At¬ 


lantic  .  31183 

Foreign  fishing;  short-finned 
squid  (Illex)  and  southern 
New  England  Atlantic  silver 

hake  stock .  31185 

Foreign  fishing;  squid  fisher¬ 
ies  of  Northwestern  At¬ 
lantic  .  31186 


Notices 

Fishery  conservation  and  man¬ 
agement: 

Northern  anchovy  fishery;  op¬ 
timum  yield,  harvest  quotas. 


and  foreign  fishing  level .  31191 

Marine  mammal  permit  applica¬ 
tions,  etc.: 

Hubbs/Seaworld  Research  In¬ 
stitute  .  31190 


NATIONAL  TECHNICAL  INFORMATION 
SERVICE 

Notices 

Inventions,  Government-owned; 
availability  for  licensing .  31191 

NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION  SAFETY 
BOARD 

Notices 

Safety  recommendations  and 
accident  reports;  availability, 
responses,  etc .  31247 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 

Notices 

Safety  analysis  reports,  safety 
evaluation  reports;  availabil¬ 


ity,  etc.: 

Ohio  Edison  Co.  et  al .  31247 

Toledo  Edison  Co.  et  al .  31247 

Applications,  etc.: 

Boston  Edison  Co.  et  al .  31246 

Detroit  Edison  Co .  31246 


Duke  Power  Co .  31246 

Georgia  Power  Co.  et  al .  31247 

Offshore  Power  Systems .  31246 


PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE 

Notices 

Organizations,  functions,  and 
delegations  of  authority: 
Administrator,  Health  Re¬ 
sources  Administration  (3 

documents) . 31238,  31239 

Regional  Health  Administra¬ 
tor .  31239 

Regional  Health  Administra¬ 
tors  et  al .  31239 

RAILROAD  RETIREMENT  BOARD 

Notices 

Unemployment  period  determi¬ 
nations  .  31252 

SCIENCE  AND  TECHNOLOGY  POLICY 
OFFICE 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Nuclear  Waste  Management 
Technical  Advisory  Group...  31252 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

Advent  Capital  Corp . . .  31252 

DeStan  Capital  Corp .  31253 

Peterson,  P.  R.,  Venture  Capi¬ 
tal  Corp .  31253 

Disaster  areas: 

Illinois  .  31253 


SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 
Notices 

Environmental  statements  on 
watershed  projects;  avail¬ 
ability,  etc.: 

Cotton-Coon-Mission  Creek, 


Okla .  31189 

Pryor  Creek,  Okla .  31189 


STATE  DEPARTMENT 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Private  International  Law  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  . 31253,  31254 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

See  Coast  Guard;  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Administration;  Materi¬ 
als  Transportation  Bureau; 
National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration. 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Customs  Service;  Inter¬ 
nal  Revenue  Service. 

Notices 

Antidumping: 

Yarn,  nylon,  from  France .  31257 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Educational  Allowances  Sta¬ 
tion  Committee  (2  docu¬ 
ments) .  31258 
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list  of  cfr  ports  affected  in  this  issue 


The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  the  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  in  today's  issue.  A 
cumulative  list  of  parts  affected,  covering  the  current  month  to  date,  follows  beginning  with  the  second  issue  of  the  month. 

"  A  Cumulative  List  of  CFR  Sections  Affected  is  published  separately  at  the  end  of  each  month.  The  guide  lists  the  parts  and  sections  affected  by  documents 
published  since  the  revision  date  of  each  title. 


3  CFR 


Proclamations: 

4579 .  31117 

7  CFR 

908 .  31119 

927 .  31119 

945  .  31120 

946  .  31122 

958 .  31124 

1823 .  31125 

Proposed  Rules: 

1001 .  31146 

10  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

211 .  31157 

12  CFR 

701 .  31126 

721 .  31126 

14  CFR 

39 .  31126 

71  (2  documents) .  31127 

73  (2  documents) .  31128 

75 .  31127 

Proposed  Rules: 

71  (3  documents) .  31160,  31161 

75  (2  documents) .  31162,  31163 


16  CFR 

5 .  31129 

19  CFR 

101 .  31129 

24  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

1917 .  31164 

32  CFR 

292a .  31129 

32A  CFR 

134 .  31132 

33  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

207 .  31164 

37  CFR 

202 .  31132 

40  CFR 

51  .  31133 

52  .  31134 

86 .  31134 

600 .  31134 


43  CFR 


Public  Land  Orders: 

5638 .  31138 

47  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

73  (3  documents) ........  31165,  31166 

49  CFR 

171  .  31139 

172  .  31139 

173  .  31140 

174  .  31143 

177  .  31143 

178  .  31143 

553 .  31143 

Proposed  Rules: 

1047 .  31182 

1082 .  31182 

50  CFR 

216 .  31144 

Proposed  Rules: 

23 . 31183 

611  (3  documents) .  31183-31186 


reminders 

(The  items  in  this  list  were  editorially  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Federal  Register  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  no  legal 
significance.  Since  this  list  is  intended  as  a  reminder,  it  does  not  include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 


Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 


FCC — Office  of  General  Counsel;  reorganiza¬ 
tion .  29006;  7-5-78 

FRS— Truth  in  lending,  official  staff  interpreta¬ 
tion  .  26425;  6-20-78 

USDA/FSQS— Mechanically  processed  (spe¬ 
cies)  product .  26416;  6-20-78 


List  of  Public  Laws 


Note:  No  public  bills  which  have  become 
law  were  received  by  the  Office  of  the  Feder¬ 
al  Register  for  inclusion  in  today’s  List  of 
Public  Laws. 

(List  Listing:  July  14,  1978]  . 
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CUMULATIVE  LIST  OF  CFR  PARTS  AFFECTED  DURING  JULY 


The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  to  date  during 
July. 


1  CFR 


7  CFR— Continued 


12  CFR— Continued 


302  .  28805 

303  .  28806 

465 .  30035 

3  CFR 

Executive  Orders: 

July  2, 1910  (Revoked  in  part  by 

PLO  5643) .  29294 

April  21,  1914  (Revoked  in 

part  by  PLO  5643) .  29294 

11652  (Revoked  by  EO  12065)....  28949 
11714  (See  EO  12065) .  28949 

11861  (Amended  by  EO  12069) ..  28973 

11862  (See  EO  12065) .  28949 

12065  .  28949 

12066  .  28965 

12067  .  28967 

12068  .  28971 

12069  .  28973 

12070  .  28977 

12071  .  32059 

Memorandums: 

June  30,  1978  .  29259 


946 . 

948 . 

958 . 

1421 . 

1427 . 

1464 . 

1480 . 

1488 . 

1822 . 

1823 . 

1980 . 

Proposed  Rules: 

29 . 

282  . 

958 . 

967 . 

989 . 

1001 . 

1133 . 

1424 . 

1464 . 

1701  . 

1933  . 


31122 

29266 

31124 

29267 
30037 
29766 
29926 

29932 
31002 

31125 

29933 


.  29129 

29950,  30290 

.  28816 

.  30066 

.  30567 

.  31146 

.  30066 

.  29130 

.  28817 

29009,  30806 
29565,  31022 


Orders: 

8  CFR 

June  28,  1978  . 

.  28963 

231.... 

Proclamations: 

242... 

May  3,  1912  (Amended  in  part 

9  CFR 

by  PLO  5645) ... 

.  31006 

4576 . 

.  28975 

94 . 

4577 . 

.  29261 

202... 

4578 . 

.  30033 

312... 

4579 . 

.  31117 

316.. . 

318.. . 

5  CFR 

320... 

213 . 

..  29763,  30263,  30787 

331... 

30268 

29526 


30269 

30510 

29268 

29268 
30791 
30791 

29269 


Proposed  Rules: 


10  CFR 


831 .  30806 

890 .  30806 

7  CFR 

2.... .  28979 

27 .  29263 

47 .  30787 

230 .  29263 

246 .  29263 

271 .  29264 

301 .  28979 

729 .  28986 

760 .  30264 

905 .  29525 

908 .  29101,  30036,  31119 

910 .  29264,  29931,  30267 

915  .  30036 

916  .  29265,  30267 

917  .  29526,  30267 

918  .  28808,  29931 

921  .  28996,  30790 

922  .  28996 

923  .  28996,  28997 

924  .  28996,  31001 

927 .  31119 

929 .  29763,  29764 

944  .  29932 

945  .  28808,  31120 


1  . .i 

2  . 

20 . 

205 . 

210 . 

211 . 

212 . 

Proposed  Rules: 

11 . 

35 . 

50 . 

70 . 

110 . 

210  . 

211  . 

212  . 

1022 . 

12  CFR 

202 . 

207 . 

215 . 

220 . 

221 . 

226 . 

701 . 

721 . 


28809,  30270 

.  30793 

.  29270 

.  29528 

.  29131 

.  29131 

.  29131 


.  29009 

.  29297 

.  29009 

.  29009 

.  30294 

.  29298,  29565 

29298,  29565,  31157 

.  29298,  29565 

.  31108 


.  30531 

.  30038 

.  30039 

.  31002 

.  30038 

.  30531 

29270,  31126 
29270,  31126 


Proposed  Rules: 


25 . 

.  29918 

225 . 

.  29796 

228 . 

.  29918 

345 . 

.  29918 

541 . 

.  30730 

542 . 

.  30730 

543 . 

.  30730 

544 . 

.  30730 

545 . 

546 . 

.  30730 

547 . 

.  30730 

548 . 

.  30730 

549 . 

.  30730 

551 . 

.  30730 

552 . 

.  30730 

555 . 

.  30730 

556 . 

.  30730 

563e . 

.  29918 

615 . 

.  29010 

13  CFR 

120 .  29101,  29271 


121 . 

.  30533 

Proposed  Rules: 

107 . 

.  30067 

121 . 

.  31022 

14  CFR 

39 . 

.  29102, 

29103,  29553,  30039,  30040, 
30533-30535,  31126 


71 .  28810, 

28811,  29104,  29554,  29555,  30041, 
30042,  30535,  31127 

73 .  28811,  28813,  30043,  30536,  31128 

75 .  30043,  30044,  30537,  31127 

97 .  30044 

300 .  29933 

1201 .  29556 

1209 .  29105 


Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  II .  29011 

39  .  29583-29585 

71 . 28817, 

29131,  30068,  30571-30573, 
31160,  31161 

75  .  31162,  31163 

121 .  30068 

371 .  30295 

372a .  30295 

373 .  30295 

378 .  30295 

378a .  30295 


15  CFR 


368  .  29272 

369  .  29078 

370  .  29272 

371  .  28998 

373 .  29273 

378 .  29273 

379.... .  29273 

399 .  29273 

923 .  29106 


viii 
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16  CFR 

5 .  31129 

13  .  29557,  30794 

23 .  30538 

419 .  28998 

1031 .  30795 

Proposed  Rules: 

13  .  29304,  29797,  30297,  31022 

1306 .  29011 

17  CFR 

201 .  28999 

211 .  29109,  29936 

240 .  29110,  29767,  30270 

Proposed  Rules: 

210  .  29954 

240 .  30806 

19  CFR 

101 .  30288,  31129 

132 .  29112 

153 .  31002 

210 .  29275 

20  CFR 

404 .  29275,  29937,  30046 

416 .  29277,  29281,  29937,  30271 

Proposed  Rules: 

404 .  29955 

416  .  29311,  29955,  30574 

21  CFR 

5 .  29285,  29286,  30796 

14  .  30271 

131 .  29769 

155 .  30272 

177 .  29287 

182 .  29287 

186 .  29287 

193 .  29557 

510 .  29290 

520 .  30274 

522 .  29288,  29769 

524 .  29289,  29770 

529 .  29290 

558 .  29290,  30275 

561 .  29557 

660 .  29291 

Proposed  Rules: 

16 .  29804 

20 .  29804 

102 .  30472 

155  .  30299 

156  .  30299 

182  .  30300,  30808 

186  .  30300,  30808 

211  .  30808 

369 .  29316 

436 .  30302 

469 .  30302 

505 .  29316 

536 .  29316 

539 .  29316 

546 .  30808 

548 .  29316 

680 .  30302 

812 .  29804 

821 .  30808 

1020 .  30303 


24  CFR 

200  .  31003 

203 .  29113 

205 .  29113 

207 .  29113 

213 .  29114 

220  .  29114 

221  .  29114 

232 .  29114 

234  .  29114 

235  .  29114 

236  .  29114 

241  .  29115 

242  .  29115 

244 .  29115 

250 .  29115 

300  .  30276 

1720 .  29494 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  XIII .  30030 

221 .  30498 

390 .  30574 

811 .  30498 

880  .  30498 

881  .  30498 

1710 .  29804 

1715 .  29804 

1917 . 30809- 

30827,  31024-31037,  31164 

25  CFR 

43h .  29115 

221 .  29771,  29939 

258 .  30047 

Proposed  Rules: 

161 .  29317 

26  CFR 

1 .  29291,  29939 

301  .  29291 

404 .  29115 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 .  29132, 

29317,  30306-30308,  31037- 
31039 

20  .  30070,  31039 

55 .  29317 

301 .  30308 

27  CFR 

201  .  28999 

252 . 28999 

28  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

524 .  30574 

540  .  30574 

541  .  30574 

544 .  30574 

547 .  30574 

550  .  30574 

551  .  30574 

552  .  30574 

571 .  30574 

29  CFR 

519 .  29000 

870 .  30276 

1203 .  30053 

1601 .  30798 

1910 .  31019 


29  CFR— Continued 

Proposed  Rules: 


97 . 

.  29098 

2610 . 

.  31043 

30  CFR 

40 . 

.  29508 

41 . 

.  29510 

43 . 

.  29513 

44 . 

.  29516 

81 . 

.  29508 

82 . 

.  29510 

Proposed  Rules: 

11 . 

.  29339 

48 . 

.  30990 

70 . 

.  29339 

71 . 

.  29339 

75 . 

.  29339 

90 . 

.  29339 

730 . 

.  29012 

735 . 

.  29012 

781 . 

820 . 

.  29012 

822 . 

.  29012 

31  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

10 .  29969 

32  CFR 

292a .  31129 

643 .  29748 

706 .  29942 

Proposed  Rules: 

45 .  30828 

553 .  30075 

32A  CFR 

134 .  31132 

Proposed  Rules: 

1901  .  28818 

1902  .  28818 

1903  .  28818 

33  CFR 

117 .  30053 

127 .  29558 

207 .  30054 

290  . . .  30222 

291  .  30222 

292  .  30222 

293  . 30222 

294  .  30222 

295  .  30222 

393..; .  30222 

403 .  30538 

Proposed  Rules: 

80 .  30256 

90 .  30256 

207 .  31164 

36  CFR 

211 .  31005 

Proposed  Rules: 

7 .  30313 

37  CFR 

202 .  31132 

38  CFR 

36 .  29000 

Proposed  Rules: 

3  .  28824 

4  .  28826 
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39  CFR 


42  CFR— Continued 


49  CFR 


111 . 

221 . 

222 . 

223  . 

224  . 

225  . 

257 . 

Proposed  Rules: 

111 . 

224 . 

602 . 

40  CFR 

51  . 

52  . 

86 . 

180 . 

440 . 

600 . 

712 . 

730 . 

762 . 


29943.  30054 

.  29117 

.  29117 

.  29117 

.  29118 

.  29119 

.  29119 


30579 

29134 

29134 


.  31133 

.  29559,  31134 

.  31134 

29120,  29293,  29946 

.  29771 

.  31134 

.  29001 

.  30984 

.  29001 


Proposed  Rules: 


50 .  30315 

52  .  30075,  30580,  31044 

62  . .. .  29585,  29805 

65 . 29013, 

29015,  29805,  29807,  30581, 
31044 

120 .  30076 

130 .  29588 

141 .  29135 

162  .  29696 

163  .  29696 

180  .  29809,  30314,  30582 

181  .  29696 

250 .  29908 


41  CFR 


Ch.  1  .  30539 

29-50 .  29781 

101-14 .  30055 

101-15 .  30055 

101-20 .  29001 

101-25 .  29003 

101-26 .  29005 

101-43 .  30056 

Proposed  Rules: 

101-43  .  31046 

101-44  .  31046 

101-45  .  31046 


Proposed  Rules: 


52j . 

.  30583 

448 . 

.  29970 

450 . 

.  29311 

460 . 

.  29016 

43  CFR 

20 . 

4100 . 

.  29067 

4200 . 

.  29062 

4300 . 

.  29065 

4700 . 

.  29076 

9230 . 

.  29076 

Public  Land  Orders: 

5638 . 

.  31138 

5641 . 

.  29294 

5642 . 

.  29294 

5643 . 

.  29560 

5644 . 

.  30277 

5645 . 

.  31006 

Proposed  Rules: 

3200 . 

.  29811 

3220 . 

.  29811 

3600 . 

.  29150 

6290 . 

.  29412 

45  CFR 

164 . 

.  30277 

304 . 

.  29787 

1061 . 

.  30279 

1067 . 

.  29123 

Proposed  Rules: 

19 . 

.  30584 

177 . 

.  31104 

205 . 

.  29311 

1061 . 

.  29017 

46  CFR 

176 . 

.  30771 

47  CFR 

0 . 

.  29006 

1 . 

.  29560 

73 . 

30539,  30799,  30801 

81 . 

.  30540 

83 . 

....  29295,  30540 

87 . 

.  29562 

89 . 

.  30057 

91 . 

....  29006,  30057 

93 . 

.  29006 

Proposed  Rules: 


171  .  31139 

172  .  31139 

173  .  30057,  31140 

174  . 31143 

177  .  31143 

178  .  29562,  31143 

179  .  30057 

228 .  30803,  31006 

395 .  29295 

553 .  31143 

567  .  28814,  29124 

568  .  28814 

571 .  30541 

575 .  30541,  30542 

1011 .  30804 

1033 .  29007, 

29008,  29124-29126,  31014,  31015 

1106 .  29946 

1109 .  29296 

1121 .  30556 

1125 .  30062 

1201 .  30558 

1206 .  30559 

1241 .  30561 

1249 .  30561 

1307 .  30563 

1310 .  30563,  30566 


Proposed  Rules: 

27  . 

191  . 

512 . 

531 . 

575 . 

1047 . 

1057 . 

1066 . . . 

1082 . 

50  CFR 


17 .  28932 

26 .  29296,  29563 

216 .  31144 

280 .  29788 

285 .  29787 

611 . . .  29127,  29949,  30065 

651 .  31015 


30316,  30585 
29811,  30590 

.  28841 

.  30081 

.  30586 

.  31182 

.  29812 

.  30587 

.  31182 


42  CFR 
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[3195-01] 

Title  3 — The  President 

PROCLAMATION  4579 

Citizenship  Day  and 
Constitution  Week,  1978 

By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 

A  Proclamation 

September  17,  1978,  will  mark  the  191st  anniversary  of  the  signing,  in 
Independence  Hall,  Philadelphia,  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 
That  great  document  has  endured,  with  but  few  changes,  as  the  finest  founda¬ 
tion  of  government  in  the  history  of  mankind. 

By  a  joint  resolution  of  February  29,  1952,  (36  U.S.C.  153),  Congress 
designated  September  17  as  Citizenship  Day,  in  commemoration  of  the  sign¬ 
ing  of  the  Constitution  and  in  recognition  of  all  who,  by  coming  of  age  or  by 
naturalization,  have  attained  the  status  of  citizenship;  Congress  also  authorized 
the  President  to  issue  annually  a  proclamation  calling  upon  officials  of  the 
Government  to  display  the  flag  on  all  Government  buildings  on  that  day.  By  a 
joint  resolution  of  August  2,  1956,  (36  U.S.C.  159),  Congress  authorized  the 
President  to  designate  the  period  beginning  September  17  and  ending  Sep¬ 
tember  23  of  each  year  as  Constitution  Week  and  to  issue  a  proclamation 
calling  for  the  observance  of  that  week. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  JIMMY  CARTER,  President  of  the  United  States 
of  America,  call  upon  appropriate  government  officials  to  display  the  flag  of 
the  United  States  on  all  government  buildings  on  Citizenship  Day,  September 
17,  1978,  the  191st  anniversary  of  the  signing  of  the  Constitution.  I  urge 
Federal,  State  and  local  officials,  as  well  as  leaders  of  civic,  educational  and 
religious  organizations,  to  conduct  suitable  ceremonies  and  programs  on  that 
day. 

I  also  designate  as  Constitution  Week  the  period  beginning  September  17 
and  ending  September  23,  1978,  and  urge  all  Americans  to  observe  that  week 
with  ceremonies  and  activities  in  their  schools,  churches  and  in  other  suitable 
places  in  order  to  foster  a  better  understanding  of  the  Constitution  and  of  the 
rights  and  duties  of  United  States  citizens. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  nineteenth 
day  of  July  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  seventy-eight,  and  of  the 
Independence  of  the  United  States  the  two  hundred  and  third. 


[FR  Doc.  78-20404  Filed  7-19-78;  12:07  pm] 

FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  43,  NO.  140— THURSDAY,  JULY  20,  1978 


31119 

rules  ond  regulations 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  are  keyed  to  and 
codified  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
month. 


[3410-02] 

Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MAR¬ 
KETING  SERVICE  (MARKETING 
AGREEMENTS  AND  ORDERS; 
FRUITS,  VEGETABLES,  NUTS),  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

[Valencia  Orange  Regulation  597,  Arndt.  1; 
Valencia  Orange  Regulation  598] 

PART  908— VALENCIA  ORANGES 
GROWN  IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIG¬ 
NATED  PARTS  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  USD  A. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  establishes 
the  quantity  of  fresh  California- Arizo¬ 
na  Valencia  oranges  that  may  be 
shipped  to  market  during  the  period 
July  21-27,  1978,  and  increases  the 
quantity  of  such  oranges  that  may  be 
so  shipped  during  the  period  July  14- 
20,  1978.  Such  action  is  needed  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  orderly  marketing  of  fresh  Va¬ 
lencia  oranges  for  the  periods  speci¬ 
fied  due  to  the  marketing  situation 
confronting  the  orange  industry. 

DATES:  The  regulation  becomes  ef¬ 
fective  July  21,  1978,  and  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  effective  for  the  period  July 
14-20,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Charles  R.  Brader,  202-447-6393. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Findings.  Pursuant  to  the  marketing 
agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order  No. 
908,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  908),  reg¬ 
ulating  the  handling  of  Valencia  or¬ 
anges  grown  in  Arizona  and  designated 
parts  of  California,  effective  under  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674),  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  and  information  submit¬ 
ted  by  the  Valencia  Orange  Adminis¬ 
trative  Committee,  established  under 
this  marketing  order,  and  upon  other 
information,  it  is  found  that  the  limi¬ 
tation  of  handling  of  Valencia  oranges, 
as  hereafter  provided,  will  tend  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 


The  committee  met  on  July  18,  1978, 
to  consider  supply  and  market  condi¬ 
tions  and  other  factors  affecting  the 
need  for  regulation,  and  recommended 
quantities  of  Valencia  oranges  deemed 
advisable  to  be  handled  during  the 
specified  weeks.  The  committee  re¬ 
ports  the  demand  for  Valencia  oranges 
continues  to  be  seasonally  slow,  al¬ 
though  there  has  been  some  improve¬ 
ment  in  movement  since  the  July  4 
holiday. 

It  is  further  found  that  it  is  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  contrary  to  the  public  in¬ 
terest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rulemaking,  and  post¬ 
pone  the  effective  date  until  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (5  U.S.C.  553),  because  of  insuffi¬ 
cient  time  between  the  date  when  in¬ 
formation  became  available  upon 
which  this  regulation  and  amendment 
are  based  and  the  effective  date  neces¬ 
sary  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act.  Interested  persons  were 
given  an  opportunity  to  submit  infor¬ 
mation  and  views  on  the  regulation  at 
an  open  meeting,  and  the  amendment 
relieves  restrictions  on  the  handling  of 
Valencia  oranges.  It  is  necessary  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  purposes  of  the 
act  to  make  these  regulatory  provi¬ 
sions  effective  as  specified,  and  han¬ 
dlers  have  been  apprised  of  such  provi¬ 
sions  and  the  effective  time. 

1.  Valencia  Orange  Regulation  598  is 
set  forth  as  follows: 

§908.898  Valencia  Orange  Regulation  598. 

Order,  (a)  The  quantities  of  Valencia 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  Califor¬ 
nia  which  may  be  handled  during  the 
period  July  21,  1978,  through  July  27, 
1978,  are  established  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1:  253,000  cartons; 

(2)  District  2:  447,000  cartons; 

(3)  District  3:  Unlimited. 

(b)  As  used  in  this  section,  “han¬ 
dled,”  “District  1,”  “District  2.”  “Dis¬ 
trict  3,”  and  “carton”  mean  the  same 
as  defined  in  the  marketing  order. 

2.  Paragraph  (a)  (1)  and  (2)  in 
§908.897  Valencia  Orange  Regulation 
597  (43  FR  30036),  is  hereby  amended 
to  read: 

§908.897  Valencia  Orange  Regulation  597. 

(a) *  *  * 

(1)  District  1:  270,000  cartons; 

(2)  District  2:  480,000  cartons; 

***** 


(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended:  7  U.S.C. 
601-674.) 

Dated:  July  18,  1978. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Acting  Director,  Fruit  and  Vege¬ 
table  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  78-2403  Filed  7-19-78;  11:54  am] 


[Pear  Reg.  17] 

PART  927— BEURRE  D’ANJOU, 
BEURRE  BOSC,  WINTER  NELIS, 
DOYENNE  DU  COMICE,  BEURRE 
EASTER,  AND  BEURRE  CLAIRGEAU 
VARIETIES  OF  PEARS  GROWN  IN 
OREGON,  WASHINGTON,  AND 
CALIFORNIA 

Minimum  Quality  Regulation 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing 

Service,  USDA. 


SUMMARY:  This  regulation  sets  cer¬ 
tain  quality  requirements  for  fresh 
shipment  of  Beurre  D’ Anjou  variety 
winter  pears  shipped  from  designated 
areas  of  Oregon  and  Washington, 
during  the  period  August  1,  through 
September  30,  1978.  This  action  is  nec¬ 
essary  to  assure  that  pears  shipped 
will  be  of  suitable  quality  in  the  inter¬ 
est  of  consumers  and  producers. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  1,  1978, 
through  September  30,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Charles  R.  Brader,  202-447-6393. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Findings.  This  regulation  is  issued 
under  the  applicable  provisions  of  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended, 
and  order  No.  927,  as  amended,  (7  CFR 
Part  927),  regulating  the  handling  of 
Beurre  D’Anjou,  Beurre  Bose,  Winter 
Nelis,  Doyenne  du  Comice,  Beurre 
Easter,  and  Clairgeau  varieties  of 
pears  grown  in  Oregon,  Washington, 
and  California,  effective  under  the  Ag¬ 
ricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674). 

The  regulation  was  recommended  by 
the  Control  Committee,  established 
under  the  amended  marketing  agree- 


[3410-02] 


ACTION:  Final  rule. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  43,  NO.  140— THURSDAY,  JULY  20,  1978 


v 


•i" ' 

j,  ,, 

$•  ‘ 


31120 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


ment  and  order.  It  is  hereby  found 
that  the  regulation  of  Beurre  D'Anjou 
variety  of  winter  pears,  as  hereinafter 
set  forth,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act. 

This  action  reflects  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  appraisal  of  the  crop  and  the 
need  for  regulation  based  on  current 
and  prospective  market  conditions. 
The  committee  estimates  that  about 
6.1  million  boxes  of  Beurre  D’Anjou 
pears  will  be  produced  this  year  as 
compared  with  5.5  million  in  1977  and 
6.9  million  in  1976.  Shipments  of 
Beurre  D’Anjou  pears  from  the  pro¬ 
duction  area  are  expected  to  begin 
about  August  1,  1978.  The  quality  reg¬ 
ulation  hereinafter  provided,  is  de¬ 
signed  to  prevent  the  handling,  from 
August  1,  through  September  30,  1978, 
of  any  Beurre  D’Anjou  pears  of  lower 
quality  than  specified  so  as  to  provide 
satisfactory  quality  fruit  in  the  inter¬ 
est  of  producers  and  consumers  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act. 

It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it  is 
impracticable,  unnecessary,  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest  to  give  pre¬ 
liminary  notice,  engage  in  public 
rulemaking  procedure,  and  postpone 
the  effective  date  of  this  regulation 
until  30  days  after  publication  thereof 
in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C.  553) 
in  that,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  the 
time  intervening  between  the  date 
when  information  upon  which  this 
regulation  is  based  became  available 
and  the  time  when  this  regulation 
must  become  effective  in  order  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act 
is  insufficient;  a  reasonable  time  is 
permitted,  under  the  circumstances, 
for  preparation  for  such  effective 
time;  and  good  cause  exists  for  making 
the  provisions  hereof  effective  not 
later  than  August  1,  1978.  A  reason¬ 
able  determination  as  to  supply  of, 
and  the  demand  for  Beurre  D’Anjou 
variety  winter  pears  must  await  the 
development  of  the  crop  thereof,  and 
adequate  information  thereon  was  not 
available  to  the  control  committee 
until  July  6,  1978,  on  which  date  an 
open  meeting  was  held,  after  giving 
due  notice  thereof,  to  consider  the 
need  for,  and  the  extent  of,  regulation 
of  shipments  of  such  pears.  Interested 
persons  were  afforded  an  opportunity 
to  submit  information  and  views  at 
this  meeting;  the  recommendation  and 
supporting  information  for  regulation 
during  the  period  specified  herein 
were  submitted  to  the  Department  as 
soon  as  practicable  after  such  meeting 
was  held;  shipments  of  the  current 
crop  of  such  pears  are  expected  to 
begin  soon  after  August  1,  1978;  this 
regulation  should  be  applicable  to  all 
such  shipments  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act;  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  regulation  are  identical 
with  the  aforesaid  recommendation  of 


the  committee;  information  concern¬ 
ing  such  provisions  and  effective  time 
has  been  disseminated  among  han¬ 
dlers  of  such  pears;  and  compliance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  regulation 
will  not  require  of  handlers  any  prepa¬ 
ration  therefor  which  cannot  be  com¬ 
pleted  by  the  effective  time  hereof. 

Therefore,  a  new  §  927.317  is  added 
which  reads  as  follows: 

§927.317  Pear  Regulation  17. 

(a)  During  the  period  August  1, 
through  September  30,  1978,  no  han¬ 
dler  shall  ship  any  Beurre  D’Anjou  va¬ 
riety  of  pears,  grown  in  the  following 
Districts,  unless  such  pears  meet  the 
following  requirements  or  are  handled 
in  accordance  with  paragraph  (1)  of 
this  section: 

(1)  Beurre  D’Anjou  pears  shipped 
from  the  Medford,  Hood  River-White 
Salmon-Underwood,  Wenatchee,  and 
Yakima  Districts  shall  have  an  appro¬ 
priate  certification  by  the  Federal- 
State  Inspection  Service,  issued  prior 
to  shipment,  showing  that  the  core 
temperature  of  such  pears  has  been 
lowered  to  35°  F  or  less  and  any  such 
pears  for  domestic  shipment  shall 
have  an  average  pressure  test  of  14 
pounds  or  less. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended:  7  U.S.C. 
601-674.) 

Dated:  July  17,  1978. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Acting  Director,  Fruit  and  Vege¬ 
table  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20192  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 

[3410-02] 

PART  945— IRISH  POTATOES  GROWN 
IN  CERTAIN  DESIGNATED  COUN¬ 
TIES  IN  IDAHO  AND  MALHEUR 
COUNTY,  OREG. 

Handling  Regulations 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  regulation  requires 
fresh  market  shipments  of  potatoes 
grown  in  certain  counties  in  Idaho  and 
Malheur  County,  Oreg.,  to  be  inspect¬ 
ed  and  meet  minimum  grade,  size, 
cleanliness,  maturity  and  pack  require¬ 
ments  during  the  period  July  20,  1978, 
through  July  31,  1979.  The  regulation 
should  promote  orderly  marketing  of 
such  potatoes  and  keep  less  desirable 
sizes  and  qualities  from  being  shipped 
to  consumers. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  20,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Charles  R.  Brader,  Deputy  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  AMS, 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 


Washington,  D.C.  20250,  telephone 

202-447-6393. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Marketing  Agreement  No.  98  and 
Order  No.  945,  both  as  amended  (7 
CFR  945),  regulate  the  handling  of  po¬ 
tatoes  grown  in  designated  counties  in 
Idaho  and  Malheur  County,  Oreg.  It  is 
effective  under  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674).  The 
Idaho-Eastern  Oregon  Potato  Commit¬ 
tee,  established  under  the  order,  is  re¬ 
sponsible  for  its  local  administration. 

This  regulation  is  based  upon  recom¬ 
mendations  made  by  the  committee  at 
its  public  meeting  in  Twin  Falls, 
Idaho,  on  June  6,  1978. 

The  regulation  is  similar  to  those 
issued  during  the  past  seasons.  The 
grade,  size,  cleanliness,  maturity,  pack 
and  inspection  requirements  recom¬ 
mended  herein  are  necessary  to  pre¬ 
vent  potatoes  of  low  quality  or 
undesirable  sizes  from  being  distribut¬ 
ed  to  fresh  market  outlets.  The  specif¬ 
ic  requirements  will  benefit  consumers 
and  producers  by  standardizing  and 
improving  the  quality  of  the  potatoes 
shipped  from  the  production  area, 
thereby  promoting  orderly  marketing, 
and  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act. 

This  season  potatoes  of  the  Norgold 
variety  are  required  to  have  a  mini¬ 
mum  diameter  of  2Vg  inches.  The  com¬ 
mittee  believes  that  this  Vs  inch  in¬ 
crease  in  the  minimum  size  from  last 
season  will  help  to  improve  the  quality 
of  the  Norgold  pack,  particularly  the 
smaller  sizes  remaining  after  the  50- 
pound  cartons  are  packed. 

Exceptions  are  provided  to  certain  of 
these  requirements  to  recognize  spe¬ 
cial  situations  in  which  such  require¬ 
ments  are  inappropriate  or  unreason¬ 
able. 

A  specified  quantity  of  potatoes  is 
exempt  from  maturity  requirements  in 
order  to  (1)  permit  growers  to  make 
test  diggings  without  loss  of  the  pota¬ 
toes  so  harvested  or  (2)  allow  a  lot  to 
be  shipped  which  after  regrading, 
meets  the  grade  and  size  requirements 
but  then  fails  to  meet  the  maturity  re¬ 
quirements,  possibly  due  to  further 
“skinning”  as  a  result  of  running  the 
potatoes  over  the  grader  again. 

Shipments  are  permitted  to  certain 
special  purpose  outlets  without  regard 
to  minimum  grade,  size,  cleanliness, 
maturity  and  pack  requirements,  pro¬ 
vided  that  safeguards  are  met  to  pre¬ 
vent  such  potatoes  from  reaching  un¬ 
authorized  outlets.  Since  no  purpose 
would  be  served  by  regulating  potatoes 
used  for  charity  purposes,  such  ship¬ 
ments  are  also  exempt.  Certified  seed 
and  seed  pieces  cut  from  stock  eligible 
for  certification  are  exempt,  because 
requirements  for  this  outlet  differ 
greatly  from  those  for  fresh  market. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  43,  NO.  140— THURSDAY,  JULY  20,  1978 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


31121 


Potatoes  used  for  experimentation 
have  special  requirements  and  do  not 
normally  enter  commercial  channels 
of  trade.  Potatoes  for  most  processing 
uses  are  exempt  under  the  legislative 
authority  for  this  part. 

Requirements  for  export  shipments 
differ  from  those  for  domestic  mar¬ 
kets.  While  the  standard  quality  re¬ 
quirements  are  desired  in  foreign  mar¬ 
kets,  smaller  sizes  are  more  acceptable. 
In  commercial  prepeeling,  operators 
can  use  potatoes  with  surface  defects 
which  would  be  undesirable  for  the 
tablestock  market,  and  smaller  sizes 
are  acceptable.  Therefore,  different  re¬ 
quirements  are  set  forth  for  export 
and  prepeeling  shipments. 

Findings.  After  consideration  of  all 
relevant  matter  presented,  including 
the  proposal  set  forth  in  the  notice,  it 
is  hereby  found  that  the  handling  reg¬ 
ulation,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act. 

It  is  hereby  further  found  that  good 
cause  exists  for  not  postponing  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  this  section  until  30 
days  after  its  publication  in  the  Feder¬ 
al  Register  (5  U.S.C.  553)  in  that  (1) 
shipments  of  potatoes  grown  in  the 
production  area  will  soon  begin,  (2)  to 
maximize  benefits  to  producers,  this 
regulation  should  apply  to  as  many 
shipments  as  possible  during  the  mar¬ 
keting  season,  (3)  notice  was  given  in 
the  June  23,  1978,  Federal  Register 
(43  FR  27193)  allowing  interested  per¬ 
sons  until  July  8, 1978,  in  which  to  file 
comments,  and  none  was  filed,  and  (4) 
compliance  with  this  regulation,  which 
is  similar  to  regulations  issued  during 
previous  seasons,  will  not  require  any 
special  preparation  on  the  part  of  per¬ 
sons  subject  thereto  which  cannot  be 
completed  by  the  effective  date  of  this 
regulation. 

The  regulation  is  as  follows: 


(1)  Grade.  Ail  varieties— U.S.  No.  2  or 
better  grade. 

(2)  Size,  (i)  Round  red  varieties— V/b 
inches  minimum  diameter;  (ii)  Norgold 
variety— 2  Vfe  inches  minimum  diame¬ 
ter;  (iii)  All  other  varieties— 2  inches 
minimum  diameter;  or  4  ounces  mini¬ 
mum  weight,  (iv)  All  varieties  except 
Norgolds—Size  B  if  U.S.  No.  1  or  better 
grade. 

(3)  Cleanliness.  All  varieties— “Fairly 
clean.” 

(b)  Minimum  maturity  require¬ 
ments.  (1)  White  Rose  and  red  skin 
varieties:  Beginning  the  effective  date 
hereof  through  December  31,  1978, 
“moderately  skinned”;  thereafter  no 
maturity  requirements. 

(2)  Norgold  variety:  Beginning  the 
effective  date  hereof  through  August 
15,  1978,  “moderately  skinned”;  there¬ 
after,  “slightly  skinned." 

(3)  All  other  varieties:  “Slightly 
skinned.” 

(4)  Exceptions:  (i)  Subject  to  compli¬ 
ance  with  subdivision  (iii)  of  this 
subparagraph,  any  lot  of  potatoes  not 
exceeding  a  total  of  50  hundredweight 
of  each  variety  may  be  handled  for 
any  producer  without  regard  to  the 


foregoing  maturity  requirements;  (ii) 
if  an  officially  inspected  lot  of  pota¬ 
toes  meets  the  foregoing  maturity  re¬ 
quirements,  but  fails  to  meet  the 
grade  and  size  requirements,  the  lot 
may  be  regraded.  If,  after  regrading, 
such  lot  then  meets  the  grade  and  size 
requirements  but  fails  to  meet  the  ma¬ 
turity  requirements,  as  indicated  by 
the  applicable  Federal-State  inspec¬ 
tion  certificate,  such  lot  if  not  exceed¬ 
ing  100  hundredweight  shall  be 
exempt  from  the  foregoing  maturity 
requirements  if  the  handler  complies 
with  subdivision  (iii)  of  this 
subparagraph;  (iii)  Prior  to  each  ship¬ 
ment  of  potatoes  exempt  from  the 
foregoing  maturity  requirements,  the 
handler  thereof  shall  report  to  the 
committee  the  name  and  address  of 
the  producer  of  such  potatoes,  and 
each  such  shipment  shall  be  handled 
as  an  identifiable  entity. 

(c)  Pack.  (1)  When  50-pound  con¬ 
tainers  (except  master  containers)  of 
long  varieties  of  potatoes  are  marked 
with  a  count,  size  or  similar  designa¬ 
tion  they  must  meet  the  count,  aver¬ 
age  count  and  weight  ranges  for  the 
count  designation  listed  below. 


Range 

Count:  10  pet  over  or 
under 

Average  count:  1  5  pet 
over  or  under 

Weight:  15  oz  or  larger 

Larger  than— 

50  count . 

45-55 

48-53 

12-19 

60  count . 

54-66 

57-63 

10-16 

70  count . 

63-77 

67-74 

9-15 

80  count . 

72-88 

76-84 

8-13 

90  count . 

81-99 

86-95 

7-12 

100  count . 

90-110 

95-105 

6-10 

110  count . 

99-121 

105-116 

5-9 

120  count . 

108-132 

•  114-126 

4-8 

130  count . 

117-143 

124-137 

4-8 

140  count . 

126-154 

133-147 

4-8 

Smaller  than  140  count . 

..  10  percent 

5  percent 

4-8 

over  or 

over  or 

under 

under 

■Applicable  to  lots. 


§  945.336  [Removed] 

1.  Termination  of  regulation.  Han¬ 
dling  regulation  §  945.336,  effective 
July  15.  1977,  through  July  31,  1978 
(42  FR  35144  and  40886)  shall  be  ter¬ 
minated  upon  the  effective  date  of 
this  section. 

2.  Section  945.337  is  added  to  read  as 
set  forth  below. 

§  945.337  Handling  regulation. 

During  the  period  July  20,  1978, 
through  July  31,  1979,  no  person  shall 
handle  any  lot  of  potatoes  unless  such 
potatoes  meet  the  requirements  of 
paragraphs  (a),  (b),  (c),  and  (d)  of  this 
section,  or  unless  such  potatoes  are 
handled  in  accordance  with  para¬ 
graphs  (e),  (f ),  or  (g)  of  this  section. 

(a)  Minimum  quality  requirements. 


The  following  tolerances  by  weight, 
are  provided  for  potatoes  in  any  lot 
which  fail  to  meet  the  weight  range 
for  the  designated  count: 

(1)  not  to  exceed  5  percent  for 
undersize;  and 

(ii)  not  to  exceed  10  percent  for 
oversize. 

(2)  Potatoes  packed  in  50-pound  car¬ 
tons  shall  be  U.S.  No.  1  or  better 
grade. 

(d)  Inspection.— (1)  No  handler  shall 
handle  potatoes  unless  such  potatoes 
are  inspected  by  either  the  Idaho  Fed¬ 
eral-State  Inspection  Service  or 
Oregon  Federal-State  Inspection  Serv¬ 
ice  and  are  covered  by  a  valid  inspec¬ 
tion  certificate  except  when  relieved 
of  such  requirement  pursuant  to  para¬ 
graphs  (e),  (f),  or  (g)  of  this  section. 


(2)  Each  lot  moving  by  truck  shall  be 
accompanied  by  a  copy  of  a  valid  in¬ 
spection  certificate. 

(e)  Special  purpose  shipments.— (1) 
The  minimum  grade,  size,  cleanliness, 
maturity,  and  pack  requirements  set 
forth  in  paragraphs  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  of 
this  section  shall  not  be  applicable  to 
shipments  of  potatoes  for  any  of  the 
following  purposes: 

(i)  Charity; 

(ii)  Certified  seed; 

(iii)  Seed  pieces  cut  from  stock  eligi¬ 
ble  for  certification  as  certified  seed; 

(iv)  Experimentation;  and 

(v)  Canning,  freezing,  and  “other 
processing”  as  hereinafter  defined: 
Except  shipments  of  potatoes  for  the 
purpose  specified  in  this  subdivision 
(v)  shall  be  exempt  from  inspection  re- 
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quirements  specified  in  §945.65  and 
paragraph  (d)  of  this  section  and  from 
assessment  requirements  specified  in 
§  945.42. 

(2)  The  minimum  grade,  size, 
cleanliness,  maturity,  and  pack  re¬ 
quirements  set  forth  in  paragraphs 
(a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  this  section  shall  be 
applicable  to  shipments  of  potatoes 
for  each  of  the  following  purposes: 

(i)  Export.—  Except  potatoes  of  a  size 
not  smaller  than  lVfe  inches  in  diame¬ 
ter  may  be  shipped  if  the  potatoes 
grade  not  less  than  U.S.  No.  2;  and 

(ii)  Prepeeling.—  Except  potatoes  of  a 
size  not  smaller  than  lVz  inches  in  di¬ 
ameter  may  be  shipped  if  the  potatoes 
grade  not  less  than  Idaho  Utility  or 
Oregon  Utility  grade. 

(f)  Safeguards.— (1)  Each  handler 
making  shipments  of  potatoes  for 
charity,  seed  pieces  cut  from  stock  eli¬ 
gible  for  certification,  experimenta¬ 
tion,  export,  or  for  prepeeling  pursu¬ 
ant  to  paragraph  (e)  of  this  section 
shall: 

(1)  First,  apply  to  the  committee  for 
and  obtain  a  Certificate  of  Privilege  to 
make  shipments  for  each  purpose; 

(ii)  Upon  request  by  the  committee, 
furnish  reports  of  each  shipment  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  applicable  Certificate  of 
Privilege; 

(iii)  At  the  time  of  applying  to  the 
committee  for  a  Certificate  of  Privi¬ 
lege,  or  promptly  thereafter  furnish 
the  committee  with  a  receiver’s  or 
buyer’s  certification  that  the  potatoes 
so  handled  are  to  be  used  only  for  the 
purpose  stated  in  the  application  and 
that  such  receiver  will  complete  and 
return  to  the  committee  such  periodic 
receiver’s  reports  that  the  committee 
may  require; 

(iv)  Mail  to  the  office  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  a  copy  of  the  bill  of  lading  for  each 
Certificate  of  Privilege  shipment 
promptly  after  the  date  of  shipment; 

(v)  Bill  each  shipment  directly  to  the 
applicable  receiver. 

(2)  Each  handler  making  shipments 
of  potatoes  for  canning,  freezing,  or 
“other  processing”  pursuant  to  para¬ 
graph  (e)  of  this  section  shall: 

(i)  First  apply  to  the  committee  for 
and  obtain  a  Certificate  of  Privilege  to 
make  shipments  for  processing; 

(ii)  Make  shipments  only  to  those 
firms  whose  names  appear  on  the  com¬ 
mittee's  current  list  of  manufacturers 
of  potato  products; 

(iii)  Upon  request  by  the  committee, 
furnish  reports  of  each  shipment  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  applicable  Certificate  of 
Privilege; 

(iv)  Mail  to  the  committee’s  office  a 
copy  of  the  bill  of  lading  for  each  Cer¬ 
tificate  of  Privilege  shipment  prompt¬ 
ly  after  the  date  of  shipment; 

(v)  Bill  each  shipment  directly  to  the 
applicable  processor. 


(3)  Each  receiver  of  potatoes  for  pro¬ 
cessing  pursuant  to  paragraph  (e)  of 
this  section  shall: 

(i)  Complete  and  return  an  applica¬ 
ble  form  for  listing  as  a  manufacturer 
of  potato  products; 

(ii)  Certify  to  the  committee  and  to 
the  Secretary  that  potatoes  received 
from  the  production  area  for  process¬ 
ing  will  be  used  for  such  purposes  and 
will  not  be  placed  in  fresh  market 
channels; 

(iii)  Report  on  shipments  received  as 
the  committee  may  require  and  the 
Secretary  approve. 

(g)  Minimum  quantity  exception.— 
Each  handler  may  ship  up  to,  but  not 
to  exceed,  five  hundredweight  of  pota¬ 
toes  any  day  without  regard  to  the  in¬ 
spection  and  assessment  requirements 
of  this  part,  but  this  exception  shall 
not  apply  to  any  shipment  that  ex¬ 
ceeds  five  hundredweight  of  potatoes. 

(h)  Definitions.—  The  terms  “U.S. 
No.  1,”  “U.S.  No.  2,”  “Size  B,”  “fairly 
clean,”  "moderately  skinned,”  and 
“slightly  skinned,”  shall  have  the 
same  meaning  as  when  used  in  the 
United  States  Standards  for  Potatoes 
(7  CFR  2851.1540-2851.1566),  includ¬ 
ing  the  tolerances  set  forth  therein. 
The  term  “prepeeling”  means  the 
commercial  preparation  in  a 
prepeeling  plant  of  clean,  sound,  fresh 
potatoes  by  washing,  peeling  or  other¬ 
wise  removing  the  outer  skin,  trim¬ 
ming,  sorting,  and  properly  treating  to 
prevent  discoloration  preparatory  to 
sale  in  one  or  more  of  the  styles  of 
peeled  potatoes  described  in 
§  2852.2422  of  the  United  States  Stand¬ 
ards  for  Peeled  Potatoes  (7  CFR 
2852.2421-2852.2433).  The  term  “other 
processing”  has  the  same  meaning  as 
the  term  appearing  in  the  act  and  in¬ 
cludes,  but  is  not  restricted  to,  pota¬ 
toes  for  dehydration,  chips,  shoe¬ 
strings,  starch,  and  flour.  It  includes 
only  that  preparation  of  potatoes  for 
market  which  involves  the  application 
of  heat  or  cold  to  such  an  extent  that 
the  natural  form  or  stability  of  the 
commodity  undergoes  a  substantial 
change.  The  act  of  peeling,  cooling, 
slicing,  dicing,  or  applying  material  to 
prevent  oxidation  does  not  constitute 
“other  processing.”  The  terms  “Idaho 
Utility”  grade  and  “Oregon  Utility” 
grade  shall  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  the  respective  standards 
for  potatoes  for  the  respective  States. 
Other  terms  used  in  this  section  shall 
have  the  same  meaning  as  when  used 
in  Marketing  Agreement  No.  98  and 
Order  No.  945,  both  as  amended. 

(i)  Applicability  to  imports.—  Pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  8e  of  the  act  and  §  980.1 
“Import  regulations”  (7  CFR  980.1), 
Irish  potatoes  of  the  long  varieties  im¬ 
ported  during  the  effective  period  of 
this  section  shall  meet  the  grade,  size, 
quality  and  maturity  requirements 


specified  in  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of 
this  section. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674.) 

Dated:  July  20,  1978,  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  July  20,  1978. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Acting  Director,  Fruit  and  Vege¬ 
table  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20309  Filed  7-19-78:  8:45  am] 

[3410-02] 

PART  946— IRISH  POTATOES  GROWN 
IN  WASHINGTON 

Handling  Regulation 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  regulation  requires 
fresh  market  shipments  of  potatoes 
grown  in  Washington  to  be  inspected 
and  meet  minimum  grade,  size,  matu¬ 
rity,  and  pack  requirements.  The  regu¬ 
lation  should  .promote  orderly  market¬ 
ing  of  such  potatoes  and  keep  less  de¬ 
sirable  quality  and  sizes  from  being 
shipped  to  consumers. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  20,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Charles  R.  Brader,  Deputy  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  AMS, 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250.  Telephone: 
202-447-6393. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Marketing  Agreement  No.  113  and 
Order  No.  946,  both  as  amended,  regu¬ 
late  the  handling  of  Irish  potatoes 
grown  in  the  State  of  Washington.  It 
is  effective  under  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674).  The  State 
of  Washington  Potato  Committee,  es¬ 
tablished  under  the  order,  is  responsi¬ 
ble  for  its  local  administration. 

This  regulation  is  based  upon  the 
recommendations  made  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  at  its  public  meeting  in  Moses 
Lake,  Wash.,  on  June  7,  1978. 

The  recommendations  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  reflect  its  appraisal  of  the  com¬ 
position  of  the  1978  crop  of  Washing¬ 
ton  potatoes  and  the  marketing  pros¬ 
pects  for  this  season.  Shipments  are 
expected  to  begin  in  late  July.  The 
grade,  size,  cleanliness,  maturity,  and 
pack  requirements  set  forth  herein  are 
necessary  to  prevent  potatoes  of  lesser 
maturities,  low  quality,  or  undesirable 
sizes  from  being  distributed  in  fresh 
market  channels.  They  will  also  pro¬ 
vide  consumers  with  good  quality  po¬ 
tatoes  consistent  with  the  overall  qual¬ 
ity  of  the  crop. 
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This  season  potatoes  of  the  Norgold 
variety  will,  beginning  August  1,  be  re¬ 
quired  to  have  a  minimum  diameter  of 
2V«  inches.  The  committee  believes 
that  this  one-fourth  inch  increase  in 
the  minimum  size  from  last  season  will 
help  to  improve  the  quality  of  the 
Norgold  pack,  particularly  the  smaller 
sizes  remaining  after  the  50-pound  car¬ 
tons  are  packed. 

The  committee  recommended  retain¬ 
ing  the  additional  10  percent  tolerance 
for  damage  due  to  internal  defects  for 
potatoes  packed  in  50-pound  cartons. 
This  problem  usually  occurs  in  the 
larger  size  potatoes— the  predominant 
ones  packed  in  cartons.  Without  this 
tolerance  these  larger  potatoes  would 
have  to  be  shipped  in  bags  which  pro¬ 
vide  less  protection  to  the  potatoes 
and  less  ease  of  handling. 

Exceptions  are  provided  to  certain  of 
these  requirements  to  recognize  spe¬ 
cial  situations  in  which  such  require¬ 
ments  are  inappropriate  or  unreason¬ 
able. 

Shipments  are  allowed  to  certain 
special  purpose  outlets  without  regard 
to  minimum  grade,  size,  cleanliness, 
maturity,  and  pack  requirements  pro¬ 
vided  that  safeguards  are  used  to  pre¬ 
vent  such  potatoes  from  reaching  un¬ 
authorized  outlets.  Seed  is  exempted 
because  requirements  for  this  outlet 
differ  greatly  from  those  for  fresh 
market.  Shipments  for  use  as  livestock 
feed  are  likewise  exempt.  Potatoes 
grown  in  the  production  area  may  be 
shipped  without  regard  to  the  afore¬ 
said  requirements  to  specified  loca¬ 
tions  in  Morrow  and  Umatilla  Coun¬ 
ties,  Oreg.,  District  No.  5.  and  Spokane 
County  in  District  No.  1  for  grading 
and  storing.  Since  no  purpose  is  served 
by  regulating  potatoes  used  for 
charity  purposes,  such  shipments  are 
exempt.  Exemption  of  potatoes  for 
most  processing  uses  is  mandatory 
under  the  legislative  authority  for  this 
part.  Therefore,  shipments  to  process¬ 
ing  outlets  are  exempt. 

This  season  the  minimum  quantity 
exemption  is  increased  to  20 
hundredweight  from  5  hundredweight. 
This  should  relieve  the  burden  on 
handling  noncommercial  quantities  of 
potatoes. 

Requirements  for  export  shipments 
differ  from  those  for  domestic  mar¬ 
kets.  Quality  requirements  may  differ 
in  foreign  markets  and  smaller  sizes 
are  more  acceptable.  Because  of  this, 
export  shipments  are  exempt.  In  com¬ 
mercial  prepeeling,  operators  remove 
the  surface  defects  from  potatoes 
which  are  undesirable  for  the  table- 
stock  market,  and  smaller  sizes  are  ac¬ 
ceptable,  For  these  reasons  potatoes 
for  prepeeling  are  exempt. 

Findings.  After  consideration  of  all 
relevant  matter  presented,  including 
the  proposal  set  forth  in  the  notice,  it 
is  hereby  found  that  the  handling  reg¬ 


ulation,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act. 

It  is  hereby  further  found  that  good 
cause  exists  for  not  postponing  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  this  section  until  30 
days  after  its  publication  in  the  Feder¬ 
al  Register  (5  U.S.C.  553)  in  that  (1) 
shipments  of  potatoes  grown  in  the 
production  area  will  soon  begin,  (2)  to 
maximize  benefits  to  producers,  this 
regulation  should  apply  to  as  many 
shipments  as  possible  during  the  mar¬ 
keting  season,  (3)  notice  was  given  in 
the  June  26,  1978,  Federal  Register 
(43  FR  27552),  allowing  interested  per¬ 
sons  until  July  11,  1978,  in  which  to 
file  data,  briefs,  or  views,  and  none  was 
filed,  and  (4)  compliance  with  this  reg¬ 
ulation,  which  is  similar  to  regulations 
issued  during  previous  seasons,  will 
not  require  any  special  preparation  on 
the  part  of  persons  subject  thereto 
which  cannot  be  completed  by  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  this  regulation. 

The  regulation  is  as  follows: 

§946.332  [Removed] 

1.  Termination  of  regulations.— Han¬ 
dling  regulation  §  946.332,  effective 
August  1,  1977,  through  July  31.  1978 
(42  FR  38380  and  39671),  shall  be  ter¬ 
minated  upon  the  effective  date  of 
this  section. 

2.  Section  946.333  is  added  to  read  as 
set  forth  below. 

§  946.333  Handling  regulation. 

During  the  period  July  20,  1978, 
through  July  31,  1979,  no  person  shall 
handle  any  lot  of  potatoes  unless  such 
potatoes  meet  the  requirements  of 
paragraphs  (a),  (b),  (c),  and  (g)  of  this 
section  or  unless  such  potatoes  are 
handled  in  accordance  with  para¬ 
graphs  (d)  and  (e)  or  (f)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion. 

(a)  Minimum  quality  require¬ 
ments.—  (1)  Grade:  All  varieties— \J  .S. 
No.  2,  or  better  grade. 

(2)  Size:  (i)  Round  varieties— V/% 
(47.6  mm)  inches  minimum  diameter. 

(ii)  Long  varieties— 2  inches  mini¬ 
mum  diameter  or  4  ounces  minimum 
weight  except  Norgold  variety  grown 
in  Districts  1  through  4  must  be  2*4 
inches  minimum  diameter  after  July 
31,  1978. 

(3)  Cleanliness:  All  varieties  and 
grades— as  required  in  the  United 
States  Standards  for  Grades  of  Pota¬ 
toes.  For  example:  U.S.  No.  2— “not  se¬ 
riously  damaged  by  dirt,”  and  U.S.  No. 
1— “fairly  clean.” 

(b)  Minimum  maturity  require¬ 
ments.  (1)  Round  and  White  Rose 
varieties:  Not  more  than  “moderately 
skinned.” 

(2)  Other  long  varieties  ( including 
but  not  limited  to  Russet  Burbank  and 
Norgold );  Not  more  than  “slightly 
skinned.” 


(c)  Pack.  Potatoes  packed  in  50- 
pound  cartons  shall  be  U.S.  No.  1 
grade  or  better,  except  that  potatoes 
which  fail  to  meet  the  U.S.  No.  1  grade 
only  because  of  internal  defects  may 
be  shipped  provided  the  lot  contains 
not  more  than  10  percent  damage  by 
any  internal  defect  or  combination  of 
internal  defects  but  not  more  than  5 
percent  serious  damage  by  any  inter¬ 
nal  defects  or  combination  of  internal 
defects. 

(d)  Special  purpose  shipments.  The 
minimum  grade,  size,  cleanliness,  ma¬ 
turity,  and  pack  requirements  set 
forth  in  paragraphs  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  of 
this  section  shall  not  be  applicable  to 
shipments  of  potatoes  for  any  of  the 
following  purposes: 

( 1 )  Livestock  feed; 

(2)  Charity; 

(3)  Seed; 

(4)  Prepeeling; 

(5)  Canning,  freezing,  and  “other 
processing”  as  hereinafter  defined;  or 

(6)  Grading  or  storing  at  any  specific 
location  in  Morrow  and  Umatilla 
Counties  in  the  State  of  Oregon,  in 
District  5,  or  in  Spokane  County  in 
District  1; 

(7)  Export,  except  to  Alaska  or 
Hawaii. 

Shipments  of  potatoes  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  specified  in  subparagraph  (1) 
through  (7)  of  this  paragraph  shall  be 
exempt  from  inspection  requirements 
specified  in  paragraph  (g)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  except  shipments  pursuant  to 
subparagraph  (6)  shall  comply  with  in¬ 
spection  requirements  of  (e)(2)  of  this 
section.  Shipments  specified  in  (1),  (2), 

(3),  and  (5)  shall  be  exempt  from  as¬ 
sessment  requirements  specified  in 
§  946.41. 

(e)  Safeguards.  (1)  Handlers  desiring 
to  make  shipments  of  potatoes  for 
prepeeling  shall: 

(i)  Notify  the  committee  of  intent  to 
ship  potatoes  by  applying  on  forms 
furnished  by  the  committee  for  a  cer¬ 
tificate  applicable  to  such  special  pur¬ 
pose  shipments; 

(ii)  Prepare  on  forms  f unished  by 
the  committee  a  special  purpose  ship¬ 
ment  report  on  each  such  shipment. 
The  handler  shall  forward  copies  of 
each  such  special  purpose  shipment 
report  to  the  committee  office  and  to 
the  receiver  with  instructions  to  the 
receiver  that  he  sign  and  return  a  copy 
to  the  committee  office.  Failure  of  the 
handler  or  receiver  to  report  such 
shipments  by  promptly  signing  and  re¬ 
turning  the  applicable  special  purpose 
shipment  report  to  the  committee 
office  shall  be  cause  for  cancellation 
of  such  handler’s  certificate  applicable 
to  such  special  purpose  shipments 
and/or  the  receiver’s  eligibility  to  re¬ 
ceive  further  shipments  pursuant  to 
such  certificate.  Upon  cancellation  of 
such  certificate,  the  handler  may 
appeal  to  the  committee  for  reconsid- 
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eration;  such  appeal  shall  be  in  writ¬ 
ing; 

(iii)  Before  diverting  any  such  spe¬ 
cial  purpose  shipment  from  the  receiv¬ 
er  of  record  as  previously  furnished  to 
the  committee  by  the  handler  such 
handler  shall  submit  to  the  committee 
a  revised  special  purpose  shipment 
report. 

(2)  Handlers  desiring  to  make  ship¬ 
ments  for  grading  or  storing  at  any 
specified  location  in  Morrow  and 
Umatilla  Counties  in  the  State  of 
Oregon,  in  District  No.  5,  or  in  Spo¬ 
kane  County  in  District  No.  1  shall: 

(i)  Notify  the  committee  of  intent  to 
so  ship  potatoes  by  applying  on  forms 
furnished  by  the  committee  for  a  cer¬ 
tificate  applicable  to  such  special  pur¬ 
pose  shipment.  Upon  receiving  such 
application,  the  committee  shall 
supply  to  the  handler  the  appropriate 
certificate  after  it  has  determined  that 
adequate  facilities  exist  to  accommo¬ 
date  such  shipments  and  that  such  po¬ 
tatoes  will  be  used  only  for  authorized 
purposes; 

(ii)  If  reshipment  is  for  any  purpose 
other  than  as  specified  in  paragraph 
(d)  of  this  section,  each  handler  desir¬ 
ing  to  make  reshipment  of  potates 
which  have  been  graded  or  stored 
shall,  prior  to  reshipment,  cause  each 
such  shipment  to  be  inspected  by  an 
authorized  representative  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral-State  Inspection  Service.  Such 
shipments  must  comply  with  the  mini¬ 
mum  grade,  size,  cleanliness,  maturity, 
and  pack  requirements  specified  in 
paragraphs  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion; 

(iii)  If  reshipment  is  for  any  of  the 
purposes  specified  in  paragraph  (d)  of 
this  section,  each  handler  making 
reshipment  of  potatoes  which  have 
been  graded  or  stored  shall  do  so  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  applicable  safe¬ 
guard  requirements  specified  in  para¬ 
graph  (e)  of  this  section. 

(3)  Each  handler  making  shipments 
of  potatoes  for  canning,  freezing,  or 
“other  processing”  pursuant  to  para¬ 
graph  (d)  of  this  section  shall: 

(i)  First  apply  to  the  committee  for 
and  obtain  a  Certificate  of  Privilege  to 
make  shipments  for  processing; 

(ii)  Make  shipments  only  to  those 
firms  whose  names  appear  on  the  com¬ 
mittee’s  list  of  canners,  freezers,  or 
other  processors  of  potato  products 
maintained  by  the  committee,  or  to 
persons  not  on  the  list  provided  the 
handler  furnishes  the  committee, 
prior  to  such  shipment,  evidence  that 
the  receiver  may  reasonably  be  expect¬ 
ed  to  use  the  potatoes  only  for  can¬ 
ning,  freezing,  or  other  processing; 

(iii)  Upon  request  by  the  committee, 
furnish  reports  of  each  shipment  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  applicable  Certificate  of 
Privilege; 

(iv)  Mail  to  the  office  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  a  copy  of  the  bill  of  lading  for  each 


Certificate  of  Privilege  shipment 
promptly  after  the  date  of  shipment; 

(v)  Bill  each  shipment  directly  to  the 
applicable  processor. 

(4)  Each  receiver  of  potatoes  for  pro¬ 
cessing  pursuant  to  paragraph  (d)  of 
this  section  shall: 

(i)  Complete  and  return  an  applica¬ 
tion  form  for  consideration  of  approv¬ 
al  as  a  canner,  freezer,  or  other  proces¬ 
sor  of  potato  products; 

(ii)  Certify  to  the  committee  and  to 
the  Secretary  that  potatoes  received 
from  the  production  area  for  process¬ 
ing  will  be  used  for  such  purpose  and 
will  not  be  placed  in  fresh  market 
channels; 

(iii)  Report  on  shipments  received  as 
the  committee  may  require  and  the 
Secretary  approve. 

(5)  Each  handler  desiring  to  make 
shipments  of  potatoes  for  export  shall: 

(i)  Notify  the  committee  of  intent  to 
so  ship  potatoes  by  applying  on  forms 
furnished  by  the  committee  for  a  cer¬ 
tificate  applicable  to  such  special  pur¬ 
pose  shipment.  Such  information  shall 
include  the  quantity  of  potatoes  to  be 
shipped  and  the  name  and  address  of 
the  exporter; 

(ii)  After  the  certificate  is  approved 
and  the  shipment  is  made,  furnish  the 
committee  with  a  copy  of  the  on-board 
bill  of  lading  applicable  to  such  ship¬ 
ment; 

(iii)  Before  diverting  any  such  spe¬ 
cial  purpose  shipment  from  the  receiv¬ 
er  of  record  as  previously  furnished  to 
the  committee  by  the  handler  such 
handler  shall  submit  to  the  committee 
a  revised  special  purpose  shipment 
report. 

(f)  Minimum  quantity  exemption. 
Each  handler  may  ship  up  to,  but  not 
to  exceed  20  hundredweight  of  pota¬ 
toes  to  any  person  without  regard  to 
the  inspection  and  assessment  require¬ 
ments  of  this  part,  but  this  exemption 
shall  not  apply  to  any  shipment  over 
20  hundredweight  of  potatoes. 

(g)  Inspection.  Except  when  relieved 
by  paragraphs  (d)  or  (f)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  no  handler  may  handle  any  pota¬ 
toes  regulated  hereunder  unless  an  ap¬ 
propriate  inspection  certificate  has 
been  issued  by  an  authorized  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  Federal-State  Inspec¬ 
tion  Service  with  respect  thereto  and 
the  certificate  is  valid  at  the  time  of 
shipment. 

(h)  Definitions.  The  terms  “U.S.  No. 
1,”  “U.S.  No.  2,”  “fairly  clean,”  “slight¬ 
ly  skinned”  and  “moderately  skinned” 
shall  have  the  same  meaning  as  when 
used  in  the  U.S.  Standards  for  Grades 
of  Potatoes  (7  CFR  2851.1540- 
2851.1566),  including  the  tolerances 
set  forth  therein.  The  term 
“prepeeling”  means  the  commercial 
preparation  in  a  prepeeling  plant  of 
clean,  sound,  fresh  tubers  by  washing, 
peeling  or  otherwise  removing  the 
outer  skin,  trimming,  sorting  and 


properly  treating  to  prevent  discolor¬ 
ation  preparatory  to  sale  in  one  or 
more  of  the  styles  of  peeled  potatoes 
described  in  §  2852.2422  (U.S.  Stand¬ 
ards  for  Grades  of  Peeled  Potatoes  (7 
CFR  2852.2421-2852.2433)).  The  term 
“other  processing”  has  the  same 
meaning  as  the  term  appearing  in  the 
act  and  includes,  but  is  not  restricted 
to,  potatoes  for  dehydration,  chips, 
shoestrings,  starch  and  flour.  It  in¬ 
cludes  the  application  of  heat  or  cold 
to  such  an  extent  that  the  natural 
form  or  stability  of  the  commodity  un¬ 
dergoes  a  substantial  change.  The  act 
of  peeling,  cooling,  slicing,  or  dicing,  or 
applying  material  to  prevent  oxidation 
does  not  constitute  “other  processing.” 
Other  terms  used  in  this  section  have 
the  same  meaning  as  when  used  in  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended  in 
this  part. 

(i)  Applicability  to  imports.  Pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  8e  of  the  act  and  §  980.1 
“Import  regulations”  (7  CFR  980.1), 
Irish  potatoes  of  the  red  skinned 
round  type  imported  during  the 
months  of  July  and  August  in  the  ef¬ 
fective  period  of  this  section  shall 
meet  the  minimum  grade,  size,  quality 
and  maturity  requirements  for  round 
varieties  specified  in  paragraphs  (a) 
and  (b)  of  this  section. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Si  a  i  1  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674.) 

Dated:  July  18.  1978  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  July  20.  1978 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Acting  Director ,  Fruit  and  Vege¬ 
table  Di  vision.  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  78-20308  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[3410-02] 

PART  958— ONIONS  GROWN  IN  CER¬ 
TAIN  DESIGNATED  COUNTIES  IN 
IDAHO  AND  MALHEUR  COUNTY, 
OREG. 

Expenses,  Rate  of  Assessment,  and 
Carryover  of  Unexpended  Funds 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  regulation  autho¬ 
rizes  expenses  of  not  more  than 
$268,408  and  establishes  a  rate  of  as¬ 
sessment  of  five  and  one-quarter  cents 
($0.0525)  per  hundredweight  of  onions 
for  the  functioning  of  the  Idaho-East¬ 
ern  Oregon  Onion  Committee  for  the 
1978-79  fiscal  period.  The  regulation 
enables  the  committee  to  collect  as¬ 
sessments  from  first  handlers  on  all 
assessable  onions  handled  and  to  use 
the  resulting  funds  for  its  expenses. 
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DATES:  Effective  July  1,  1978, 

through  June  30,  1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Charles  R.  Brader,  202-447-6393. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Findings.  Pursuant  to  marketing  order 
No.  958,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  958), 
regulating  the  handling  of  onions 
grown  in  certain  designated  counties 
in  Idaho  and  in  Malheur  County, 
Oreg.,  effective  under  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  and  . 
information  submitted  by  the  commit¬ 
tee,  established  under  the  marketing 
order,  and  upon  other  information,  it 
is  found  that  the  expenses  and  rate  of 
assessment,  as  hereinafter  provided, 
will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act. 

It  is  further  found  that  it  is  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  contrary  to  the  public  in¬ 
terest  to  give  preliminary  notice  and 
engage  in  public  rulemaking  and  that 
good  cause  exists  for  not  postponing 
the  effective  date  of  this  section  until 
30  days  after  publication  in  the  Feder¬ 
al  Register  (5  U.S.C.  553)  because  this 
part  requires  that  the  rate  of  assess¬ 
ment  for  a  particular  fiscal  period 
shall  apply  to  all  assessable  onions 
from  the  beginning  of  such  period. 
Handlers  and  other  interested  persons 
were  given  an  opportunity  to  submit 
information  and  views  on  the  expenses 
and  assessment  rate  at  an  open  meet¬ 
ing  of  the  committee.  It  is  necessary  to 
effectuate  the  declared  purposes  of 
the  act  to  make  these  provisions  effec¬ 
tive  as  specified. 

The  regulation  is  as  follows: 

§  958.222  Expenses,  rate  of  assessment 
and  carryover  of  unexpended  funds. 

(a)  The  reasonable  expenses  that  are 
likely  to  be  incurred  during  the  fiscal 
period  ending  June  30,  1979,  by  the 
Idaho-Eastern  Oregon  Onion  Commit¬ 
tee  for  its  maintenance  and  function¬ 
ing  and  for  such  other  purposes  as  the 
Secretary  determines  to  be  appropri¬ 
ate  will  amount  to  not  more  than 
$268,408. 

(b)  The  rate  of  assessment  to  be  paid 
by  each  handler  in  accordance  with 
this  part  shall  be  $0.0525  per 
hundredweight,  or  equivalent  quanti¬ 
ty,  of  assessable  onions  handled  by 
him  as  the  first  handler  during  the 
fiscal  period. 

(c)  Unexpended  income  in  excess  of 
expenses  for  the  fiscal  period  may  be 
carried  over  as  a  reserve  to  the  extent 
authorized  in  §  958.44. 

(d)  Terms  used  in  this  section  shall 
have  the  same  meaning  as  when  used 
in  the  marketing  agreement  and  this 
part. 

(Secs.  1-19.  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674.) 


Dated:  July  17,  1978. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Acting  Director,  Fruit  and  Vege¬ 
table  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20115  Filed  7-19-78:  8:45  am] 


[3410-07] 

CHAPTER  XVIII— FARMERS  HOME 

ADMINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT 
OF  AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER  B— LOANS  AND  GRANTS 
PRIMARILY  FOR  REAL  ESTATE  PURPOSES 

[FmHA  Instruction  442.13] 

PART  1823- ASSOCIATION  LOANS 
AND  GRANTS— COMMUNITY  FA¬ 
CILITIES,  DEVELOPMENT,  CONSER¬ 
VATION,  UTILIZATION 

Subpart  P — Development  Grants  for 
Community  Domestic  Water  and 
Waste  Disposal  Systems. 

Amendment 

AGENCY:  Farmers  Home  Administra¬ 
tion,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule  but  with  com¬ 
ments  requested. 

SUMMARY:  The  Farmers  Home  Ad¬ 
ministration  (FmHA)  amends  its 
reglations  on  development  grants  for 
community  domestic  water  and  waste 
disposal  systems.  The  intended  effect 
of  this  amendment  is  to  allow  FmHA 
grant  funds  to  be  used  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  or  rental  of  equipment  which  is 
necessary  to  install,  extend,  or  other¬ 
wise  construct  the  water  or  waste  dis¬ 
posal  facility.  Also,  the  amendment 
clarifies  when  FmHA  grants  should  be 
closed  if  grant  funds  will  be  required 
before  loan  closing.  The  amendment  is 
an  administrative  decision  to  provide 
greater  assistance  to  rural  communi¬ 
ties  in  need  of  water  and/or  waste  dis¬ 
posal  service  and  for  clarification. 

DATES:  July  20,  1978.  However,  com¬ 
ments  must  be  received  on  or  before 
August  21,  1978, 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  written  com¬ 
ments  to  the  Office  of  the  Chief, 
Directives  Management  Branch,  Farm¬ 
ers  Home  Administration,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Room  6316, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250.  All  written 
comments  made  pursuant  to  this 
notice  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  address  given  above. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Ken  Lee,  telephone  202-447-5717. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Section  1823.472  of  Subpart  P  of  Part 


1823  Chapter  XVIII,  Title  7  in  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (39  FR 
20475,  as  amended  at  40  FR  27475;  41 
FR  53009;  41  FR  56626)  is  amended. 
Section  1823.472(c)(1)  of  this  section  is 
amended  to-  provide  for  the  use  of 
FmHA  grants  funds  to  purchase  or 
rent  equipment  necessary  to  install, 
extend,  or  otherwise  construct  facili¬ 
ties.  Section  1823.472(f)  is  amended  to 
clarify  that  FmHA  grants  should  be 
closed  not  later  than  the  delivery  date 
of  the^  first  advance  of  grants  funds 
when  grant  funds  will  be  disbursed 
prior  to  loan  closing. 

It  is  the  policy  of  this  Department 
that  rules  relating  to  public  property, 
loans,  grants,  benefits,  or  contracts 
shall  be  published  for  comment  not¬ 
withstanding  the  exemption  in  5 
U.S.C.  553  with  respect  to  such  rules. 
These  amendments,  however,  are  not 
published  for  proposed  rulemaking 
since  the  purposes  of  the  changes  are 
to  provide  more  efficient  and  respon¬ 
sive  service  to  rural  communities  in 
need  of  grant  assistance  and  for  clari¬ 
fication.  Because  of  the  urgent  need  of 
such  grant  assistance,  any  delay  would 
be  contrary  to  the  public  interest.  The 
agency,  however,  is  interested  in  re¬ 
ceiving  comments  which  should  be 
submitted  to  the  address  given  above. 

Accordingly,  §  1823.472  is  amended 
to  add  paragraph  (c)(l)(v)  and  to  clari¬ 
fy  paragraph  (f),  and  read  as  follows; 

§  1823.472  Application  processing. 

•  *  *  *  * 

(c)  Use  of  grant  funds:  *  *  * 

(1)  Domestic  water  and  waste  dispos¬ 
al  facilities.  Install  and  improve  cen¬ 
tral  community  water  and  waste  dis¬ 
posal  facilities  including: 

*  •  •  *  * 

t 

(v)  Purchase  or  rent  equipment  nec¬ 
essary  to  install,  extend,  or  otherwise 
construct  the  facility. 

*  *  •  *  * 

(f)  Obtaining  development  grant 
agreement.  Form  FmHA  442-31,  “Asso¬ 
ciation  Water  or  Sewer  System  Grant 
Agreement,”  will  be  completed  and  ex¬ 
ecuted  in  accordance  with  require¬ 
ments  of  approval  and  closing  instruc¬ 
tions.  Both  County  Supervisors  and 
State  Directors  are  authorized  to  sign 
the  grant  agreement  on  behalf  of 
FmHA.  For  grants  that  supplement 
FmHA  loan  funds,  the  grant  should  be 
closed  simultaneously  with  the  closing 
of  the  loan.  However,  when  grant 
funds  will  be  disbursed  before  loan 
closing  as  provided  for  in  section 
1823.472(e)(1),  the  grant  will  be  closed 
not  later  than  the  delivery  date  of  the 
first  advance  of  grant  funds  to  the 
grantee.  The  grant  will  be  considered 
closed  when  form  FmHA  442-31  has 
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been  properly  executed.  Form  FmHA 
442-31  provides  that  the  grantee  will 
agree  to  the  following: 


Authorities:  7  U.S.C.  1989;  delegation  of 
authority  by  the  section  of  Agriculture,  7 
CFR  2.23;  delegation  of  authority  by  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Rural  Development,  7 
CFR  2.70. 

Dated:  July  6, 1978. 

Gordon  Cavanaugh, 
Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20117  Filed  7-19-78:  8:45  ami 


[1505-01] 

Title  12 — Banks  and  Banking 

CHAPTER  VII— NATIONAL  CREDIT 
UNION  ADMINISTRATION 

PART  701— ORGANIZATION  AND 
OPERATIONS  OF  FEDERAL  CREDIT 
UNIONS 

PART  721— INCIDENTAL  POWERS 

Share  Accounts  and  Share  Certificate 
Accounts;  Incidental  Powers 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  78-18732  appearing  at 
page  2970  in  the  issue  for  Friday,  July 
7,  1978;  third  column,  delete  all  of  the 
second  SUMMARY,  and  in  the  sixth 
line  of  the  first  SUMMARY,  “in¬ 
creases”  should  read  “increased”. 


[4910-13] 

Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

[Docket  No.  77-WE-ll-AD,  Arndt.  39-32661 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

McDonnell  Douglas  Model  DC-8-62, 
-62F,  -63,  and  -63F  Airplanes 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 


ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  super¬ 
sedes  an  airworthiness  directive  (AD) 
which  requires  inspection  and  repair 
of  the  wing  structural  components  on 
certain  McDonnell  Douglas  Model 
DC-8  airplanes.  This  amendment  re¬ 
quires  additional  inspections  and 
modification  of  the  wing  which  are 
necessary  because  experience  has  re¬ 
vealed  that  inspection  procedures 
specified  in  the  original  AD  were  not 
adequate  to  detect  cracks  in  a  critical 
area.  This  amendment  is  needed  to 
insure  structural  integrity  of  the  wing. 

DATES:  Effective  July  24,  1978.  Com¬ 
pliance  schedule  as  prescribed  in  body 
of  AD. 

ADDRESSES:  Persons  affected  by 
this  AD  may  obtain  copies  of  the  ap¬ 
plicable  McDonnell  Douglas  service  in¬ 
formation  cited  in  this  AD  by  writing 
to:  McDonnell  Douglas  Corporation, 
3855  Lakewood  Boulevard,  Long 
Beach,  Calif.  90846.  Attention:  L.  A. 
Eisenberg,  Cl-750,  54-60. 

Also,  a  copy  of  the  service  informa¬ 
tion  may  be  reviewed  at,  or  a  copy  ob¬ 
tained  from: 

Rules  Docket  in  Room  916,  FAA,  800 
Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20591,  or 

Rules  Docket  in  Room  6W14,  FAA 
Western  Region,  15000  Aviation 
Boulevard,  Hawthorne,  Calif.  90261. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Kyle  L.  Olsen,  Executive  Secretary, 
Airworthiness  Directives  Review 
Board,  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  Western  Region,  P.O.  Box 
92007,  Worldway  Postal  Center,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.  90009,  telephone  213- 
536-6351. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Amendment  39-3197  (43  FR  19207), 
AD  78-09-01  requires  inspection  and 
repair  of  cracks  in  the  wing  lower  skin, 
tee  doubler  and  lower  front  spar  cap 
at  the  pylons  attach  points  on  McDon¬ 
nell  Douglas  Model  DC-8-62,  -62F,  - 
63,  and  -63F  airplanes. 

After  issuing  Amendment  39-3197, 
cracks  were  found  in  the  lower  front 
spar  cap  forward  flange  fastener  holes 
9,  10,  and  11  on  a  wing  which  had  been 
disassembled  for  repair.  On  checking 
three  previously  removed  failed  spar 
caps,  cracks  were  found  in  fastener 
holes  9,  10,  and  11  on  those  spars  also. 
Because  of  inaccessibility  of  fasteners 
9  through  20,  there  is  no  known  way 


of  effectively  inspecting  for  cracks  at 
these  holes,  short  of  major  disassem¬ 
bly. 

The  inability  of  known  inspection 
procedures  to  insure  continued  airwor¬ 
thiness  of  the  wing  lower  front  spar 
structure,  makes  it  necessary  to  re¬ 
quire  a  modification  of  the  structure 
to  increase  the  resistance  to  fatigue 
cracking.  Therefore,  the  FAA  is  super¬ 
seding  AD  78-09-01  with  a  new  AD 
which  requires  additional  ultrasonic 
and  X-ray  inspections,  repair  of 
cracks,  and  installation  of  wing  modifi¬ 
cation  kits  on  McDonnell  Douglas 
Model  DC-8-62  and  -63  series  air¬ 
planes.  The  requirements  of  the  super¬ 
seding  AD  are  timed  to  landings 
rather  than  flight  hours  because  land¬ 
ings  are  a  better  indicator  of  the  possi¬ 
bility  of  fatigue  damage  in  this  partic¬ 
ular  case. 

Since  a  situation  exists  requiring  im¬ 
mediate  adoption  of  this  regulation, 
notice  and  public  procedure  thereon 
are  impracticable  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  the  airworthiness  di¬ 
rective  effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Everett  W.  Pittman,  Aircraft 
Engineering  Division,  DeWitte  T. 
Lawson,  Jr.,  Office  of  the  Regional 
Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  §39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13) 
Amendment  39-3197  (43  FR  19207)  AD 
78-09-01  is  superseded  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 

McDonnell  Douglas:  Applies  to  Model  DC- 
8-62,  -62F,  -63,  and  -63F  airplanes, 
certificated  in  all  categories. 

Compliance  required  as  indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished. 

To  detect  cracks  and  prevent  failure  of 
the  wing  lower  forward  spar  cap,  tee  dou¬ 
bler  and  wing  skin,  comply  with  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

(a)  Within  the  initial  time  period  specified 
by  column  2  of  the  compliance  period  table 
of  paragraph  (c),  or  at  the  time  specified  in 
AD  78-09-01,  if  that  inspection  comes  due 
between  the  effective  date  of  this  AD  and 
the  time  specified  by  paragraph  (c)  column 
2,  whichever  occurs  sooner,  and  thereafter, 
at  intervals  not  to  exceed  1,000  landings 
since  the  last  inspection,  perform  x-ray  and 
ultrasonic  inspections  for  cracks  in  lower 
wing  structure  at  all  four  pylon  attach  areas 
in  accordance  with  the  accomplishment 
instructions  section  of  McDonnell  Douglas 
DC-8  Service  Bulletin  57-83,  Revision  3, 
dated  June  15,  1978. 

(b)  Within  the  time  period  specified  by 
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column  3  of  the  compliance  period  table  of  las  DC-8  Service  Bulletin  57-84,  dated 
paragraph  (c),  modify  the  airplane  in  ac-  August  12, 1977. 
cordance  with  option  1  of  McDonnell  Doug-  (c) 


.  (1)  Airplane  total 

landings  on 

effective  date  of 

this  A0 

(?)  Initial  Inspection 

(landings) 

(J)  Modification  (In 

landings  from 

Initial  Insp.  per 

this  AD) 

0-6999 

Prior  to  8000  total 

4000 

/000-9999 

within  1000 

4000 

10.000-10,999 

within  800 

3000 

1 1 .000  -and  over 

within  400 

3000 

(d)  If  cracks  are  found  in  the  wing  spar 
cap  and/or  wing  skin  as  a  result  of  the  in¬ 
spections  of  paragraph  (a),  before  further 
flight  repair  in  accordance  with  condition  2 
of  McDonnell  Douglas  DC-8  Service  Bulle¬ 
tin  57-83,  Revision  3,  dated  June  15,  1978, 
and  inspect  thereafter  at  intervals  not  to 
exceed  1,000  landings,  per  paragraph  (a), 
until  the  modification  per  paragraph  (b)  is 
accomplished.  Cracked  pylon  tee  doublers 
shall  be  replaced  before  further  flight  if  the 
cracks  exceed  the  limits  in  McDonnell 
Douglas  DC-8  Service  Bulletin  54-58,  dated 
May  15.  1970. 

(e)  Airplanes  modified  in  accordance  with 
option  1  of  McDonnell  Douglas  DC-8  Serv¬ 
ice  Bulletin  57-84,  dated  August  12, 1977  are 
no  longer  subject  to  the  inspection  require¬ 
ments  of  this  AD. 

(f)  Equivalent  inspections,  repairs  and 
modifications  may  be  used  when  approved 
by  the  Chief,  aircraft  Engineering  Division, 
PAA  Western  Region. 

(g)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  airplanes  to  a  base  for  the  accom¬ 
plishment  of  inspections  required  by  this 
AD  and  with  prior  approval  of  the  Chief, 
Aircraft  Engineering  Division,  to  operate 
airplanes  with  a  cracked  spar  to  a  base  for 
repair  and/or  modification  as  required  by 
this  AD. 

(h)  If  the  number  of  landings  on  an  air¬ 
craft  is  not  known,  for  the  purpose  of  .com¬ 
plying  with  this  AD,  subject  to  acceptance 
by  the  assigned  FAA  maintenance  inspector, 
the  number  of  landings  may  be  determined 
by  dividing  the  airplane’s  hours  time  in 
service  by  the  operator’s  fleet  average  time 
for  takeoff  to  landing  for  the  airplane  type. 

This  supersedes  Amendment  39-3197 
(43  FR  19207),  AD  78-09-01. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
July  24,  1978. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and 
14  CFR  11.89) 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  is 
not  significant  in  accordance  with  the  crite¬ 
ria  required  by  Executive  Order  12044  and 
set  forth  in  interim  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  guidelines. 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  July 
7,  1978. 

Leon  C.  Daugherty, 
Acting  Director, 

FAA  Western  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20122  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  78-EA-50] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE- 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  New  York,  N.Y.  Termi¬ 
nal  Control  Area  and  Newark,  N.J. 
Control  Zone 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  will  change  the 
designation  of  the  Chelsea  OM  to 
CHESA  OM  in  the  description  of  the 
subject  terminal  control  area  (TCA) 
and  control  zone.  Further,  the  VOR 
RWY  11  instrument  approach  for 
Newark  International  Airport  will  be 
canceled  September  7,  1978,  thereby 
eliminating  a  need  for  all  but  a  small 
portion  of  the  northwest  extension  of 
the  control  zone.  This  unneeded  por¬ 
tion  of  the  extension  will  be  canceled 
in  the  description  of  the  control  zone. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  0901  G.m.t.,  Sep¬ 
tember  7,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Frank  Trent,  Airspace  and  Proce¬ 
dures  Branch,  AEA-530,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Federal  Building,  JFK  Inter¬ 
national  Airport,  Jamaica,  N.Y. 
11430,  telephone  212-995-3391. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Since  this  rule  is  less  restrictive  by  de¬ 
leting  controlled  airspace  and  editorial 
in  changing  the  name  of  the  naviga¬ 
tional  aid,  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  unnecessary. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Frank'  Trent,  Air  Traffic  Di¬ 
vision,  and  Thomas  C.  Halloran,  Esq., 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  subpart  F  and  K  of  part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
part  71)  is  amended,  effective  0901 


G.m.t.,  September  7, 1978,  as  follows: 

1.  Amend  §71.171  of  part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
amend  the  description  of  the  Newark, 
N.J.  control  zone  by  deleting,  “Chelsea 
OM  and  within  3  miles  each  side  of 
the  Kennedy  VORTAC  283°  radial  ex¬ 
tending  from  22  miles  to  29  miles 
northwest  of  the  VORTAC,”  and  by 
inserting  the  following  in  lieu  thereof, 
“CHESA  OM  and  within  2.5  miles 
each  side  of  a  275°  bearing  from  a 
point  40°42T2''  N.,  74°10'54"  W.,  ex¬ 
tending  from  said  point  to  5  miles  west 
of  said  point.” 

2.  Amend  §  71.401  of  part  71,  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  amend 
the  description  of  area  E,  New  York, 
N.Y.  terminal  control  area  by  deleting 
“Chelsea”  and  by  inserting,  “CHESA” 
in  lieu  thereof. 

(Sec.  307(a),  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a),  1354(c));  sec.  6(c), 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(C));  14  CFR  11.69) 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  economic  impact  state¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  July  6, 
1978. 

L.  J.  Cardinali, 
Acting  Director, 
Eastern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20161  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  78-SW-27] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

PART  75— ESTABLISHMENT  OF  JET 
ROUTES  AND  AREA  HIGH  ROUTES 
VORTAC  Name  Change  in  Airways, 
Reporting  Points  and  Jet  Routes 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  These  amendments 

change  the  name  of  the  Fayetteville, 
Ark.,  VORTAC  to  Razorback,  Ark., 
VORTAC.  These  actions  will  eliminate 
the  confusion  caused  by  using  the 
same  name  for  the  VORTAC  as  the 
airport  which  are  more  than  12  miles 
apart.  These  amendments  contain  no 
changes  in  the  designation  of  airspace 
or  its  use. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  7, 
1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Everett  L.  McKisson,  Airspace 
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Regulations  Branch  (AAT-230),  Air¬ 
space  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 

Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 

Administration,  800  Independence 

Avenue  SW„  Washington,  D.C. 

20591,  telephone  202-426-3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 
parts  71  and  75  of  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Parts  71 
and  75)  is  to  change  the  name  “Fay¬ 
etteville”  to  “Razorback”  where  it  ap¬ 
pears  in  the  definition  of  V-13,  V-63, 
V-71,  V-72,  V-140  airways,  low  altitude 
reporting  points,  high  altitude  report¬ 
ing  points,  and  jet  routes.  The  Fay¬ 
etteville  Municipal-Drake  Field  Air¬ 
port  is  located  12.7  miles  from  the 
Fayetteville  VORTAC.  In  oral  commu¬ 
nications  the  word  Fayetteville  is 
often  used  to  mean  the  airport  or  the 
VORTAC  without  further  identifica¬ 
tion.  The  wrong  assumption  or  suppo¬ 
sition  on  the  part  of  one  who  receives 
such  a  communication  can  contribute 
to  an  unsafe  flight  operation.  The 
VORTAC  name  change  will  prevent 
such  future  operations  at  Fayetteville. 
Because  these  actions  merely  rename 
an  existing  navaid  without  changing 
its  location,  the  designation  of  any  air¬ 
space  or  its  use,  it  is  a  minor  matter 
and  one  on  which  the  public  would 
have  no  particular  interest:  therefore, 
notice  and  public  procedure  thereon 
are  unnecessary. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Mr.  Everett  L.  McKisson,  Air 
Traffic  Service,  and  Mr.  Richard  W. 
Danforth,  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  §§71.123,  71.203,  71.207  and  75.100 
of  parts  71  and  75  of  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Parts  71 
and  75)  as  republished  (43  FR  307,  631, 
638,  714)  and  amended  (43  FR  19212, 
21447)  are  further  amended,  effective 
0901  G.m.t.  September  7,  1978,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1.  Under  V-13  “Fayetteville,  Ark.,  190° 
radials;  Fayetteville,  including  a  W  alter¬ 
nate  from  Rich  Mountain  to  Fayetteville  via 
INT  Rich  Mountain  006°  and  Fayetteville 
205”  radials;”  is  deleted  and  “Razorback, 
Ark.,  190”  radials;  Razorback,  including  a  W 
alternate  from  Rich  Mountain  to  Razorback 
via  INT  Rich  Mountain  006°  and  Razorback 
205”  radials;”  is  substituted  therefor. 

2.  Under  V-63  “Fayetteville,  Ark.,”  is  de¬ 
leted  and  "Razorback,  Ark.;”  is  substituted 
therefor. 

3.  Under  V-71  “Fayetteville,  Ark.,”  is  de¬ 
leted  and  “Razorback,  Ark.,”  is  substituted 
therefor. 

4.  Under  V-72  “From  Fayetteville,  Ark.,” 
is  deleted  and  “From  Razorback,  Ark.,”  is 
substituted  therefor. 

5.  Under  V-140  “Fayetteville,  Ark.,  includ¬ 
ing  a  N  alternate  via  INT  Tulsa  059°  and 


Fayetteville  284°  radials;”  is  deleted  and 
"Razorback,  Ark.,  including  a  N  alternate 
via  INT  Tulsa  059°  and  Razorback  284” 
radials;”  is  substituted  therefor. 

6.  Under  Jet  Route  No.  105  “Fayetteville, 
Ark.;”  is  deleted  and  "Razorback,  Ark.;”  is 
substituted  therefor. 

7.  Under  Domestic  Low  Altitude  Report¬ 
ing  Points  "Fayetteville,  Ark.”  is  deleted 
and  "Razorback,  Ark.”  is  substituted  there¬ 
for. 

8.  Under  Domestic  High  Altitude  Report¬ 
ing  Points  “Fayetteville,  Ark.”  is  deleted 
and  "Razorback,  Ark.”  is  substituted  there¬ 
for. 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a)); 
Sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11.69.) 

Note.— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  economic 
impact  statement  under  Executive  Order 
11821,  as  amended  by  Executive  Order 
11949,  and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
11,  1978. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc.  78-19842  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[1505-01] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  78-RM-U] 

PART  73— SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 

Establishment  of  Temporary 
Restricted  Areas 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  78-18340,  appearing  at 
page  28811  in  the  issue  for  Monday, 
July  3,  1978;  make  the  following  cor¬ 
rections: 

1.  On  page  28812,  third  column, 
sixth  and  seventh  lines  of  the  Bound¬ 
aries  for  R-2605B  Brave  Shield  XVIII, 
Colorado  should  read  as  set  forth 
below: 

“long.  104  45  00"  W.;  to  lat.  38  23  00"  N.. 

“long.  104'45'00"  W.;  to  lat.  38  25  00"  N.,”. 

2.  On  page  22812,  third  column,  the 
fifth  line  of  the  Boundaries  for  R- 
2605C  Brave  Shield  XVIII,  Colorado 
should  read  as  set  below: 

“long.  104”45'00”  W.;  to  the  point  of  the 
begin-”. 


[4910-13] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  78-WA-12] 

PART  73— SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 

Alteration  of  Restricted  Area 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 


SUMMARY:  This  amendment  reduces 
the  vertical  extent  of  restricted  area 
R-5105  from  “surface  to  14,000  feet 
MSL”  to  “surface  to  10,000  feet  MSL.” 
The  U.S.  Air  Force  has  advised  they 
no  longer  use  altitudes  above  10,000 
feet  MSL  in  restricted  area  R-5105. 
This  action  will  release  that  airspace 
for  public  use. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  7, 
1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Lewis  W.  Still,  Airspace  Regula¬ 
tions  Branch  (AAT-230),  Airspace 
and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division,  Air 
Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20591;  telephone:  202-426-8525. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
subpart  B  of  part  73  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  part  73) 
is  to  reduce  the  vertical  extent  of  re¬ 
stricted  area  R-5105  from  “surface  to 
14,000  feet  MSL”  to  “surface  to  10,000 
feet  MSL.”  The  U.S.  Air  Force  has  in¬ 
formed  the  FAA  that  the  altitudes 
above  10,000  feet  MSL  are  no  longer 
utilized  and  has  agreed  to 
redesignation  of  the  usable  altitudes 
from  the  surface  to  and  including 
10,000  feet  MSL,  thereby  lessening  the 
burden  on  aviation  by  returning  air¬ 
space  for  public  use.  There  are  no 
changes  in  the  lateral  boundaries  of 
R-5105.  Subpart  B  of  part  73  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  was  re¬ 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  3,  1978  (43  FR  693). 

This  action  returns  to  public  use  cer¬ 
tain  airspace  which  is  unnecessarily 
restricted  under  the  current  designa¬ 
tion  of  restricted  area  R-5105.  In  order 
to  effect  that  action  before  the  next 
aeronautical  charting  date  on  Septem¬ 
ber  7,  1978,  it  is  necessary  to  immedi¬ 
ately  adopt  this  rule  change.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  I  find  good  cause  that  notice 
and  public  procedure  thereon  is  im¬ 
practicable  and  unnecessary. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Mr.  Lewis  W.  Still,  Air  Traf¬ 
fic  Service,  and  Mr.  Richard  W. 
Danforth,  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  subpart  B  of  part  73  of  the  Feder¬ 
al  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  part 
73)  as  republished  (43  FR  693)  is 
amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  Sep¬ 
tember  7,  1978,  as  follows: 

Under  §  73.51,  N.  Mex.: 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  43,  NO.  140— THURSDAY,  JULY  20,  1978 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


31129 


R-5105  Melrose,  N.  Mex. 

“Designated  altitudes.  Surface  to  14,000 
feet  MSL.”  is  deleted  and  "Designated  alti¬ 
tudes.  Surface  to  10,000  feet  MSL.”  is  substi¬ 
tuted  therefor. 

(Secs.  307(a),  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a));  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11.69) 

Note.— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  economic 
impact  statement  under  Executive  Order 
11821,  as  amended  by  Executive  Order 
11949.  and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
13.  1978. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20142  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6750-01] 

Title  16 — Commercial  Practices 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  A— ORGANIZATION, 
PROCEDURE  AND  RULES  OF  PRACTICE 

PART  5— STANDARDS  OF  CONDUCT 

Amendment  of  Employee  Conduct 
Regulations;  Correction 

AGENCY:  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
ACTION:  Correction. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  corrects  a 
final  rule  that  amended  the  FTC 
regulaltions  to  improve  its  internal 
mechanisms  for  preventing,  identify¬ 
ing,  and  resolving  ethical  problems 
that  may  be  faced  by  its  employees. 

DATES:  Nonapplicable. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Jerome  A.  Tintle,  202-523-3487. 

In  FR  Doc.  78-16168  appearing  at 
page  25333  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
Monday,  June  12,  1978,  the  following 
corrections  are  made: 

1.  On  page  25334,  amendment  num¬ 
bered  6,  is  corrected  to  read  as  follows: 

"6.  Sections  5.15  through  5.17  are  re¬ 
numbered  as  5.16  through  5.18,  respec¬ 
tively.” 

2.  On  page  25335  §  5.19(a)  is  correct¬ 
ed  to  include  §5.19(a)(17)  reading  as 
follows: 

‘‘§5.19  Miscellaneous  Statutory  Pro¬ 
visions.— 

(a)  *  *  * 

(17)  The  prohibitions  against  accept¬ 
ance  of  excessive  honorariums  (2 
U.S.C.  441i). 

A 


By  direction  of  the  Commission 
dated  July  10.  1978. 

Carol  M.  Thomas, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  78-20070  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[1505-01] 

Title  19 — Customs  Duties 

CHAPTER  I— U.S.  CUSTOMS  SERVICE, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

[T.D.  78-241] 

PART  101— GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Change  in  the  Field  Organization  of 
the  Customs  Service 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  78-19683,  appearing  at 
page  30288  in  the  issue  for  Friday, 
July  14,  1978,  make  the  following  cor¬ 
rections: 

(1)  The  description  of  the  geographi¬ 
cal  boundaries  of  Puget  Sound  con¬ 
tained  several  errors.  The  boundaries 
should  have  read  as  follows: 

The  ports  of  Seattle,  Anacortes,  Belling¬ 
ham,  Everett,  Friday  Harbor,  Neah  Bay, 
Olympia,  Port  Angeles,  and  Port  Townsend; 
the  territory  in  Tacoma  beginning  at  the  in¬ 
tersection  of  the  western-most  city  limits  of 
Tacoma  and  The  Narrows  and  proceeding  in 
an  easterly,  then  southerly,  then  easterly 
direction  along  the  city  limits  of  Tacoma  to 
its  intersection  with  Pacific  Highway  (U.S. 
Route  99),  then  proceeding  in  a  southerly 
direction  along  Pacific  Highway  to  its  inter¬ 
section  with  Union  Avenue  Extended  and 
continuing  in  a  southerly  direction  along 
•Union  Avenue  Extended  to  its  intersection 
with  the  northwest  corner  of  McChord  Air 
Force  Base,  then  proceeding  along  the 
northern,  then  western,  then  southern 
boundary  of  McChord  Air  Force  Base  to  its 
intersection,  just  west  of  Lake  Mondress, 
with  the  northern  boundary  of  the  Fort 
Lewis  Military  Reservation,  then  proceeding 
in  an  easterly  direction  along  the  northern 
boundary  of  the  Fort  Lewis  Military  Reser¬ 
vation  to  its  intersection  with  Pacific 
Avenue,  then  proceeding  in  a  southerly  di¬ 
rection  along  Pacific  Avenue  to  its  intersec¬ 
tion  with  National  Park  Highway,  then  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  a  southeasterly  direction  along 
National  Park  Highway  to  its  intersection 
with  224th  Street,  East,  then  proceeding  in 
an  easterly  direction  along  224th  Street, 
East,  to  its  intersection  with  Meridian 
Street,  South,  then  proceeding  in  a  norther¬ 
ly  direction  along  Meridian  Street  to  the 
northern  boundary  of  Pierce  County,  Wash¬ 
ington,  then  proceeding  in  a  westerly  direc¬ 
tion  along  the  northern  boundary  of  Pierce 
County  to  its  intersection  with  Puget 
Sound,  then  proceeding  in  a  generally 
southwesterly  direction  along  the  banks  of 
the  East  Passage  of  Puget  Sound,  Com¬ 
mencement  Bay,  and  The  Narrows  to  the 
point  of  intersection  with  the  westernmost 
city  limits  of  Tacoma,  including  all  points 
and  places  on  the  southern  boundary  of  the 
Juan  de  Fuca  Strait  from  the  eastern  port 
limits  of  Neah  Bay  to  the  western  port 


limits  of  Port  Townsend,  all  points  and 
places  on  the  western  boundary  of  Puget 
Sound,  including  Hood  Canal,  from  the  port 
.limits  of  Port  Townsend  to  the  northern 
port  limits  of  Olympia,  all  points  and  places 
on  the  southern  boundary  of  Puget  Sound 
from  the  port  limits  of  Olympia  to  the  west¬ 
ern  port  limits  of  Tacoma,  and  all  points 
and  places  on  the  eastern  boundary  of 
Puget  Sound  and  contiguous  waters  from 
the  port  limits  of  Tacoma  north  to  the 
southern  port  limits  of  Bellingham;  and  the 
area  comprising  sections  1,  2.  12,  13  of 
Township  26  North,  Range  3  East,  West  Me¬ 
ridian.  and  section  1  to  18  inclusive  of  Town¬ 
ship  26  North,  Range  4  East,  West  Merid¬ 
ian,  all  in  the  State  of  Washington. 

2.  On  page  30289,  in  the  first 
column,  under  the  heading  “Amend¬ 
ment  To  The  RegulatiDns”,  in  the 
fifth  line,  the  word  “Noah”  should  be 
“Neah”. 


[3810-70] 

Title  32 — National  Defense 

CHAPTER  I— OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRE¬ 
TARY  OF  DEFENSE,  DEFENSE  INTEL¬ 
LIGENCE  AGENCY 

[DIA  Reg  12-12] 

PART  292a— PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 

Revision  of  Agency  Rules 

AGENCY:  Defense  Intelligence 

Agency. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  updates  the  De¬ 
fense  Intelligence  Agency’s  (DIA’s) 
procedures  by  which  individuals  may 
exercise  their  rights  granted  by  the 
Privacy  Act  of  1974  to  (a)  determine 
whether  a  DIA  system  of  records  con¬ 
tains  a  record  pertaining  to  them¬ 
selves:  (b)  obtain  access  to  all  or  por¬ 
tions  thereof;  (c)  request  administra¬ 
tive  correction  or  amendment  of  such 
records:  (d)  appeal  any  adverse  deter¬ 
mination  for  access,  correction  or 
amendment  of  records.  It  also  updates 
Agency  policy  and  fee  schedules  for 
cost  of  duplication;  identifies  records 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  rule, 
and  specifies  those  system  of  records 
for  which  the  Director,  Defense  Intel¬ 
ligence  Agency,  claims  an  exemption 
for.  This  rule  clarifies  for  the  individu¬ 
al  the  procedures  regarding  the  De¬ 
fense  Intelligence  Agency’s  Privacy 
Act  program. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  20,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Anthony  Feola,  Privacy  Act  Of¬ 
ficer,  Defense  Intelligence  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  20301,  telephone 
202-692-2471. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  June  7,  1978,  the  Defense  Intelli- 
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gence  Agency  published  in  the  Feder¬ 
al  Register  (43  FR  24711)  proposed 
rules  which  implemented  sec.  3  552a 
(f)  and  (k)  of  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974 
(Pub.  L.  93-579,  5  U.S.C.  Sections  552a 
(f)  and  (k)).  Interested  persons  were 
invited  to  submit  their  comments  and 
views  concerning  these  proposed  rules 
by  July  7,  1978.  No  public  comments 
were  received. 

Accordingly,  the  proposed  rule 
amendment  of  32  CFR  Chapter  I,  Part 
292a,  is  adopted  as  set  forth  below. 

Sec. 

292a.  1  Authority. 

292a.2  Purpose. 

292a.3  Scope. 

292a.4  Definitions. 

292a.5  Procedures  for  requests  pertaining 
to  individual  records  in  a  record  system. 
292a.6  Times,  places,  and  requirements  for 
identification  of  individuals  making  re¬ 
quests. 

292a.7  Disclosure  of  requested  information 
to  individuals. 

292a.8  Special  procedures:  Medical  records. 
292a.9  Request  for  correction  or  amend¬ 
ment  to  record. 

292a.  10  Agency  review  of  request  for  cor¬ 
rection  or  amendment  of  record. 

292a.  11  Appeal  of  initial  adverse  Agency 
determination  for  access,  correction  or 
amendment. 

292a.  12  Disclosure  of  record  to  person 
other  than  the  individual  to  whom  it 
pertains. 

292a.l3  Pees. 

292a.l4  General  exemptions  [Reserved]. 
292a.l5  Specific  exemptions. 

Authority:  Privacy  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L. 
93-579,  Sec.  3(f)  of  5  U.S.C.  552a). 

§  292  a.  1  Authority. 

Pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  sec¬ 
tion  533  of  Title  5  of  the  United  States 
Code,  the  Defense  Intelligence  Agency 
promulgates  its  rules  for  the  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974, 
Pub.  L.  93-579,  5  U.S.C.  552a  (f)  and 
(k). 

§  292a.2  Purpose. 

(a)  To  promulgate  rules  providing 
procedures  by  which  individuals  may 
exercise  their  rights  granted  by  the 
act  to:  (1)  Determine  whether  a  De¬ 
fense  Intelligence  Agency  system  of 
records  contains  a  record  pertaining  to 
themselves;  (2)  be  granted  access  to  all 
or  portions  thereof;  (3)  request  admin¬ 
istrative  correction  or  amendment  of 
such  records;  (4)  request  an  account¬ 
ing  of  disclosures  from  such  records; 
and  (5)  appeal  any  adverse  determina¬ 
tion  for  access  or  correction/amend¬ 
ment  of  records. 

(b)  To  set  forth  Agency  policy  and 
fee  schedule  for  cost  of  duplication. 

(c)  To  identify  records  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  these  rules. 

(d)  To  specify  those  system  of  rec¬ 
ords  for  which  the  Director,  Defense 
Intelligence  Agency,  claims  an  exemp¬ 
tion. 


§  292a. 3  Scope. 

(a)  Any  individual  who  is  a  citizen  of 
the  United  States  or  an  alien  lawfully 
admitted  for  permanent  residence  in 
the  United  States  may  submit  an  in¬ 
quiry  to  the  Defense  Intelligence 
Agency. 

(b)  These  rules  apply  to  those 
system  of  records:  (1)  Maintained  by 
the  Defense  Intelligence  Agency;  (2) 
for  which  the  Defense  Intelligence 
Agency  prescribes  the  content  and  dis¬ 
position  pursuant  to  statute  or  execu¬ 
tive  order  of  the  President,  which  may 
be  in  the  physical  custody  of  another 
Federal  agency;  (3)  not  exempted  from 
certain  provisions  of  the  act  by  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Defense  Intelligence  Agency. 

(c)  The  Defense  Intelligence  Agency 
may  have  physical  custody  of  the  offi¬ 
cial  records  of  another  Federal  agency 
which  exercises  dominion  and  control 
over  the  records,  their  content,  and 
access  thereto.  In  such  cases,  the  De¬ 
fense  Intelligence  Agency  mainte¬ 
nance  of  the  records  is  considered  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  rules  of  the  other  Federal 
agency.  Except  for  a  request  for  a  de¬ 
termination  of  the  existence  of  the 
record,  when  the  Defense  Intelligence 
Agency  receives  requests  related  to 
these  records,  the  DIA  will  immediate¬ 
ly  refer  the  request  to  the  controlling 
Agency  for  all  decisions  regarding  the 
request  and  will  notify  the  individual 
making  the  request  of  the  referral. 

(d)  Records  subject  to  provisions  of 
the  act  which  are  transferred  to  the 
Washington  National  Records  Center 
for  storage  shall  be  considered  to  be 
maintained  by  the  Defense  Intelli¬ 
gence  Agency.  Disclosure  from  such 
records— to  other  than  an  element  of 
the  Defense  Intelligence  Agency— can 
only  be  made  with  the  prior  approval 
of  the  Defense  Intelligence  Agency. 

(e)  Records  subject  to  provisions  of 
the  act  which  are  transferred  to  the 
National  Archives  shall  be  considered 
to  be  maintained  by  the  National  Ar¬ 
chives  and  are  no  longer  records  of  the 
Agency. 

§  292a.4  Definitions. 

(a)  All  terms  used  in  this  part  which 
are  defined  in  5  U.S.C.  552a  shall  have 
the  same  meaning  herein. 

(b)  As  used  in  this  part: 

(1)  The  term  “act”  means  the  Priva¬ 
cy  Act  of  1974.  Pub.  L.  93-579,  5  U.S.C. 
552a. 

(2)  The  term  “Agency”  means  the 
Defense  Intelligence  Agency. 

§  292a.5  Procedures  for  requests  pertain¬ 
ing  to  individual  records  in  a  record 
system. 

(a)  An  individual  seeking  notifica¬ 
tion  of  whether  a  system  of  records, 
maintained  by  the  Defense  Intelli¬ 
gence  Agency,  contains  a  record  per¬ 
taining  to  himself /herself  and  who  de¬ 
sires  to  review,  have  copies  made  of 


such  records,  or  to  be  provided  an  ac¬ 
counting  of  disclosures  front]  such  rec¬ 
ords,  shall  submit  his  or  her  request  in 
writing  by  mail  or  in  person  under 
§  292a. 6.  Requesters  are  encouraged  to 
review  the  systems  of  records  notices 
published  by  the  Agency  so  as  to  spe¬ 
cifically  identify  the  particular  record 
system(s)  of  interest  to  be  accessed. 

(b)  In  addition  to  meeting  the  re¬ 
quirements  set  forth  in  §  292a.6,  the 
individual  seeking  notification,  review 
or  copies,  and  an  accounting  of  disclo¬ 
sures  will  provide  in  writing  his  or  her 
full  name,  address,,  social  security  ac¬ 
count  number  or  date  of  birth  and  a 
telephone  number  where  the  request¬ 
er  can  be  contacted  should  questions 
arise  concerning  his  or  her  request.  It 
is  further  recommended  that  individ¬ 
uals  indicate  any  present  or  past  rela¬ 
tionship  or  affiliations,  if  any,  with 
the  Agency  and  the  appropriate  dates 
in  order  to  facilitate  a  more  thorough 
search  of  the  record  system  specified 
and  any  other  system  which  may  con¬ 
tain  information  concerning  the  indi¬ 
vidual. 

(c)  An  individual  who  wishes  to  be 
accompanied  by  another  individual 
when  reviewing  his  or  her  records, 
must  provide  the  Agency  with  written 
consent  authorizing  the  Agency  to  dis¬ 
close  or  discuss  such  records  in  the 
presence  of  the  accompanying  individ¬ 
ual. 

(d)  An  authorized  representative  or 
designee  will  be  permitted  access  pur¬ 
suant  to  requirements  set  forth  in 
§§  292a.6  and  292a.  12. 

(e)  A  request  for  medical  records 
must  be  submitted  as  set  forth  in 
§  292a.8. 

§  292a.6  Times,  places,  and  requirements 
for  identification  of  individuals 
making  requests. 

(a)  Individuals  wishing  to  personally 
deliver  their  written  request  can  do  so 
at  the  Secretariat,  Room  3E215  the 
Pentagon,  Washington,  D.C.  20301, 
during  regular  business  hours,  8  a.m. 
to  4:30  p.m.  This  office  is  closed  on 
Saturday  and  Sunday  and  on  the  fol¬ 
lowing  holidays:  New  Year’s  Day, 
Washington’s  Birthday,  Memorial 
Day,  Fourth  of  July,  Labor  Day,  Vet¬ 
erans’  Day,  Thanksgiving,  and  Christ¬ 
mas  Day. 

(b)  Individuals  wishing  to  mail  their 
written  request  should  address  it  to: 
Secretariat,  Defense  Intelligence 
Agency,  Washington,  D.C.  20301,  and 
indicate  on  the  outer  envelope  “Priva¬ 
cy  Act  Request.” 

(c)  An  individual  seeking  access  to  or 
notification  of  the  existence  of  records 
about  him  or  herself  shall  provide  in 
the  letter  or  request  his  or  her  full 
name,  address,  and  date  of  birth.  This 
information  will  be  used  to  verify  the 
identity  of  the  requester.  In  those  in¬ 
stances  where  the  information  pro- 
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vided  is  not  adequate  to  identify  the 
requester,  the  requester  will  be  asked 
to  provide  a  signed  notorized  state¬ 
ment  verifying  the  requester’s  identi¬ 
ty. 

(d)  An  individual  who  makes  a  re¬ 
quest  on  behalf  of  a  minor  or  legal  in¬ 
competent  shall  provide  a  signed 
notorized  statement  affirming  the  re¬ 
lationship. 

(e)  When  an  individual  wishes  to  au¬ 
thorize  another  person  access  to  his  or 
her  records,  the  individual  shall  pro¬ 
vide  a  signed  notorized  statement  au¬ 
thorizing  and  consenting  to  access  by 
the  designated  person. 

(f)  Any  person  who  knowingly  and 
wilfully  requests  or  obtains  any  record 
concerning  an  individual  from  this 
Agency  under  false  pretenses  shall  be 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  fined  not 
more  than  $5,000. 

§  292a.7  Disclosure  of  requested  informa¬ 
tion  to  individuals. 

The  Defense  Intelligence  Agency, 
upon  receiving  a  request  for  notifica¬ 
tion  of  the  existence  of  a  record  or  for 
access  to  a  record,  shall:  (a)  Determine 
whether  such  record  exists:  (b)  deter¬ 
mine  whether  access  is  available  under 
the  Privacy  Act;  (c)  notify  the  request¬ 
er  of  those  determinations  within  10 
days  (excluding  Saturday,  Sunday, 
and  legal  public  holidays)  and;  (d)  pro¬ 
vide  access  to  information  pertaining 
to  that  person  which  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  to  be  available. 

§  292a.8  Special  procedures:  Medical  rec¬ 
ords. 

Medical  records,  requested  pursuant 
to  §  292a.5  of  this  part,  will  be  dis¬ 
closed  to  the  requester  unless  the  dis¬ 
closure  of  such  records  directly  to  the 
requester  could,  in  the  judgment  of  a 
physician,  have  an  adverse  effect  on 
the  physical  or  mental  health  or 
safety  and  welfare  of  the  requester  or 
other  persons  with  whom  he  may  have 
contact.  In  such  an  instance,  the  infor¬ 
mation  will  be  transmitted  to  a  physi¬ 
cian  named  by  the  requester  or  to  a 
person  qualified  to  make  a  psychiatric 
or  medical  determination. 

§  292a.9  Request  for  correction  or  amend¬ 
ment  to  record. 

(a)  An  individual  may  request  that 
the  Defense  Intelligence  Agency  cor¬ 
rect,  amend,  or  expunge  any  record,  or 
portions  thereof,  pertaining  to  the  re¬ 
quester  that  he  believes  to  be  inaccu¬ 
rate,  irrelevant,  untimely,  or  incom¬ 
plete. 

(b)  Such  requests  shall  be  in  writing 
and  may  be  delivered  or  mailed  to  the 
Secretariat,  as  indicated  in  §  292a.6. 

(c)  The  requester  shall  provide  suffi¬ 
cient  information  to  identify  the 
record  and  furnish  material  to  sub¬ 
stantiate  the  reasons  for  requesting 


corrections,  amendments,  or  expurga¬ 
tion. 

§  292a.  10  Agency  review  of  request  for 
correction  or  amendment  of  record. 

(a)  The  Agency  will  acknowledge  a 
request  for  correction  or  amendment 
of  a  record  within  10  days  (excluding 
Saturday,  Sunday,  and  legal  public 
holidays)  of  receipt.  The  acknowledge¬ 
ment  will  be  in  writing  and  will  indi¬ 
cate  the  date  by  which  the  Agency  ex¬ 
pects  to  make  its  initial  determination. 

(b)  The  Agency  shall  complete  its 
consideration  of  requests  to  correct  or 
amend  records  within  30  days  (exclud¬ 
ing  Saturday,  Sunday,  and  legal  holi¬ 
days)  and  inform  the  requester  of  its 
initial  determination. 

(c)  If  it  is  determined  that  a  record 
should  be  corrected  or  amended  in 
whole  or  in  part,  the  Agency  shall 
advise  the  requester  in  writing  of  its 
determination  and  correct  or  amend 
the  record  accordingly.  The  Agency 
shall  then  advise  prior  recipients  of 
the  record  of  the  fact  that  a  correction 
or  amendment  was  made  and  provide 
the  substance  of  the  change. 

(d)  If  the  Agency  determines  that  a 
record  should  not  be  corrected  or 
amended,  in  whole  or  in  part,  as  re¬ 
quested  by  the  individual,  the  Agency 
shall  advise  the  requester  in  writing  of 
its  refusal  to  correct  or  amend  the 
record  and  the  reasons  therefor.  The 
notification  will  inform  the  requester 
that  the  refusal  may  be  appealed  ad¬ 
ministratively  and  will  advise  the  indi¬ 
vidual  of  the  procedures  for  such  ap¬ 
peals. 

§  292a.  1 1  Appeal  of  initial  adverse  Agency 
determination  for  access,  correction,  or 
amendment. 

(a)  An  individual  who  disagrees  with 
the  denial  or  partial  denial  of  his  or 
her  request  for  access,  correction,  or 
amendment  of  Agency  records  pertain¬ 
ing  to  himself /herself,  may  file  a  re¬ 
quest  for  administrative  review  of  such 
refusal  within  30  days  after  the  date 
of  notification  of  the  denial  or  partial 
denial. 

(b)  Such  requests  should  be  in  writ¬ 
ing  and  may  be  delivered  or  mailed  to 
Secretariat,  as  indicated  in  §  292a.6. 

(c)  The  requester  shall  provide  a 
brief  and  succinct  written  statement 
setting  forth  the  reasons  for  his  or  her 
disagreement  with  the  initial  determi¬ 
nation  and  provide  such  additional 
supporting  material  as  the  individual 
feels  necessary  to  justify  his  or  her 
appeal. 

(d)  Within  30  days  (excluding  Satur¬ 
day,  Sunday,  and  legal  public  holi¬ 
days)  of  the  receipt  of  request  for 
review,  the  Agency  shall  advise  the  in¬ 
dividual  of  the  final  dispostion  of  this 
or  her  request. 

(e)  In  those  cases  where  the  initial 
determination  is  reversed,  the  individ¬ 


ual  will  be  so  informed  and  the  Agency 
will  take  appropirate  action. 

(f)  In  those  cases  where  the  initial 
determinations  are  sustained,  the  indi¬ 
vidual  shall  be  advised: 

(1)  In  the  case  of  a  request  for  access 
to  a  record,  of  the  individual’s  right  to 
seek  judicial  review  of  the  Agency  re¬ 
fusal  for  access. 

(2)  In  the  case  of  a  request  to  correct 
or  amend  the  record:  (i)  Of  the  indi¬ 
vidual’s  right  to  file  with  record  in 
question-  a  concise  statement  of  his  or 
her  reasons  for  disagreeing  with  the 
Agency’s  decision,  (ii)  of  the  proce¬ 
dures  for  filing  a  statement  of  dis¬ 
agreement,  and  (iii)  of  the  individual’s 
right  to  seek  juducial  review  of  the 
Agency’s  refusal  to  correct  or  amend  a 
record. 

§292a.l2  Disclosure  of  record  to  person 
other  than  the  individual  to  whom  it 
pertains. 

Except  as  provided  by  section 
552a(b)  of  the  act,  5  U.S.C.  552a(b), 
the  written  request  or  prior  written 
consent  of  the  individual  to  whom  a 
record  pertains  shall  be  required 
before  such  record  is  disclosed  to  any 
person  or  to  another  agency  outside 
the  Department  of  Defense. 

§  292a.  13  Fees. 

(a)  Copies  of  records  requested  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  292a.5  will  be  provided  at  a 
cost  of  $0.10  per  day  for  photocopying 
or  at  a  cost  not  exceed  the  direct  cost 
of  printing,  typing  or  otherwise  pre¬ 
paring  copies. 

(b)  Documents  may  be  furnished 
without  charge  where  total  charges 
are  less  than  $5.00. 

(c)  Current  employees  of  the  Agency 
will  not  be  charged  for  the  first  copy 
of  a  record  provided  by  the  Agency. 

(d)  In  the  absence  of  an  agreement 
to  pay  required  anticipated  costs,  the 
time  for  responding  to  a  request 
begins  on  resolution  of  this  agreement 
to  pay. 

(e)  The  fees  prescribed  in  this 
subpart  may  be  paid  by  check,  draft  or 
postal  money  order  payable  to  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States.  Remit¬ 
tance  will  be  forwarded  to  the  office 
designated  in  §  292a.6(b). 

§  292a.l4  General  exemptions  [Reserved]. 

4 

§  292a.l5  Specific  exemptions. 

(a)  All  systems  of  records  main¬ 
tained  by  the  Defense  Intelligence 
Agency  shall  be  exempt  from  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  5  U.S.C.  552a(d)  pursu¬ 
ant  to  5  U.S.C.  552a(k)(l)  to  the 
extent  that  the  system  contains  any 
information  properly  classified  under 
Executive  Order  11652  “Classification 
and  Declassification  of  National  Secu¬ 
rity  Information  and  Material.”  dated 
March  8,  1972  (37  FR  10053,  May  19. 
1972),  and  which  is  required  by  Execu- 
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tive  Order  to  be  kept  secret  in  the  in¬ 
terest  of  national  defense  or  foreign 
policy.  This  exemption,  which  may  be 
applicable  to  parts  of  all  systems  of 
records,  is  necessary  because  certain 
record  systems  not  specifically  desig¬ 
nated  for  exemption  may  contain  iso¬ 
lated  information  which  has  been 
properly  classified. 

(b)  The  Director,  Defense  Intelli¬ 
gence  Agency,  designates  the  systems 
of  records  listed  below  for  exemptions 
under  the  specified  provisions  of  the 
Privacy  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-579). 

Exempted  Record  Systems 
ID-L  DIA  0271 

Sysname. 

Investigations  and  Complaints. 
Exemption. 

Selected  documents  in  this  system 
are  exempted  from  the  following  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Title  5,  U.S.C.;  section 
552a:  (c)(3),  (d),  (e)(1),  (e)(4)(G), 

(e)(4)(H)  and  (e)(4)(I). 

Authority. 

5  U.S.C.  552a:  (k)(2),  (k)(5),  (k)(7). 
Reason. 

The  reasons  for  asserting  these  ex¬ 
emptions  are  to  insure  the  integrity  of 
the  Inspector  General  process  within 
the  Agency.  The  execution  of  this 
function  requires  that  information  be 
provided  in  a  free  and  open  manner 
without  fear  of  retribution  or  harass¬ 
ment  in  order  to  facilitate  a  just,  thor¬ 
ough  and  timely  resolution  of  the 
complaint  or  inquiry.  Disclosures  from 
this  system  can  enable  individuals  to 
conceal  their  wrongdoings  or  mislead 
the  course  of  the  investigation  by  con¬ 
cealing,  destroying  or  fabricating  evi¬ 
dence  or  documents.  Also,  disclosures 
can  subject  sources  and  witnesses  to 
harassment  or  intimidation  which  may 
cause  individuals  not  to  seek  redress 
for  wrongs  through  Inspector  General 
channels  for  fear  of  retribution  or  ha¬ 
rassment. 

ID-L  DIA  0660 

Sysname. 

Security  Piles. 

Exemption. 

Selected  documents  in  this  system 
are  exempted  from  the  following  pro¬ 
visions  of  Title  5,  U.S.C.;  section  552a: 
(c)(3),  (d),  (e)(1),  (e)(4)(G),  (e)(4)(H), 
and  (e)(4)(I). 

Authority. 

5  U.S.C.  552a:  (k)(2),  (k)(5). 

Reason. 

The  reasons  for  asserting  these  ex¬ 
emptions  are  to  insure  the  integrity  of 


the  adjudication  process  used  by  the 
Agency  to  determine  the  suitability, 
eligibility  or  qualification  for  Federal 
service  with  the  Agency  and  to  make 
determinations  concerning  the  ques¬ 
tions  of  access  to  classified  materials 
and  activities.  The  proper  execution  of 
this  function  requires  that  the  Agency 
have  the  ability  to  obtain  candid  and 
necessary  information  in  order  to  fully 
develop  or  resolve  pertinent  informa¬ 
tion  developed  in  the  process.  Poten¬ 
tial  sources,  out  of  fear  of  retaliation, 
exposure  or  other  action,  may  be  un¬ 
willing  to  provide  needed  information 
or  may  not  be  sufficiently  frank  to  be 
a  value  in  personnel  screening,  there¬ 
by  seriously  interfering  with  the 
proper  conduct  and  adjudication  of 
such  matters. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives,  Washington  Head¬ 
quarters  Services,  Department 
of  Defense. 

July  14,  1978. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20105  Final  7-19-78  8:45  am] 


[6820-29] 

Title  32A — National  Defense 
Appendix 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  PREPAREDNESS 
AGENCY,  GENERAL  SERVICES  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION 

[DMP-4A,  Supp.  1] 

PART  134— PRESERVATION  OF  THE 
MOBILIZATION  BASE  THROUGH 
THE  PLACEMENT  OF  PROCURE¬ 
MENT  AND  FACILITIES  IN  LABOR 
SURPLUS  AREAS  (DMP-4A) 
Eligibility  for  Labor  Surplus  Area  Set- 
Aside  Awards 

AGENCY:  Federal  Preparedness 

Agency,  General  Services  Administra¬ 
tion. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  regulation  changes 
the  date  that  is  used  in  determining 
the  status  of  an  area  as  a  labor  surplus 
area  for  purposes  of  a  contract  action. 
The  date  is  changed  from  the  date  of 
award  to  the  date  of  solicitation.  The 
change  was  initiated  in  response  to  a 
recent  amendment  to  the  Federal  Pro¬ 
curement  Regulations  (43  FR  26004, 
June  16,  1977).  The  effect  of  the  regu¬ 
lation  will  be  to  bring  DMP-4A  into 
agreement  with  corresponding  Federal 
Procurement  Regulations. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  11,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

J.  J.  Delaney,  Controlled  Conflict 
Preparedness  Division  202-566-0042. 


Paragraph  6(b)  of  Part  134  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

6.  Definitions.  *  *  *. 

(b)  Eligibility.  An  offering  firm  shall 
be  deemed  eligible  for  a  labor  surplus 
area  set-aside  award  if  it  agrees  to  per¬ 
form  a  substantial  proportion  of  pro¬ 
duction.  manufacturing,  or  appropri¬ 
ate  services  in  labor  surplus  areas,  as 
of  the  date  of  the  solicitation. 

*  *  *  •  * 

(Pub.  L.  95-89;  Executive  Order  10480;  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  11051,  as  amended;  and  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  11725.) 

Dated:  July  11,  1978. 

Jay  Solomon, 
Administrator  of  General 
Services. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20150  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[1410-03] 

Title  37 — Patents,  Trademarks,  and 
Copyrights 

CHAPTER  II— COPYRIGHT  OFFICE, 
LIBRARY  OF  CONGRESS 

[Docket  RM  78-3] 

PART  202— REGISTRATION  OF 
CLAIMS  TO  COPYRIGHT 

Deposit  Requirements;  Motion 
Pictures 

AGENCY:  Library  of  Congress,  Copy¬ 
right  Office. 

ACTION:  Final  regulations. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  is  issued  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Copyright 
Office  of  the  Library  of  Congress  is 
adopting  amendments  to  §§202.19  and 
202.20  of  our  regulations.  The  effect  of 
the  amendments  is  to  modify  the  de¬ 
posit  requirements  for  published 
motion  pictures,  in  order  to  reflect  the 
availability  of  a  special  agreement 
that  (i)  provides  for  the  return  of  such 
works  to  depositors  under  certain  con¬ 
ditions;  and  (ii)  establishes  certain 
rights  and  obligations  of  the  Library 
of  Congress  with  respect  to  such 
works. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  The  amended 
regulations  are  effective  on  July  20, 
1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Jane  Collins,  Head,  Deposits  and  Ac¬ 
quisitions  Section,  Acquisitions  and 
Processing  Division,  U.S.  Copyright 
Office,  Library  of  Congress,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20559, 703-557-0310. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Under  17  U.S.C.  407  the  owner  of 
copyright,  or  of  the  exclusive  right  of 
publication,  in  a  work  published  with 
notice  of  copyright  in  the  United 
States  is  required  to  deposit  two  copies 
of  the  work  in  the  Copyright  Office 
for  the  use  or  disposition  of  the  Li¬ 
brary  of  Congress.  17  U.S.C.  408  also 
requires  deposit  of  two  copies  in  con¬ 
nection  with  applications  for  copy¬ 
right  registration.  After  establishing 
general  rules  governing  the  nature  of 
the  deposit,  these  sections  authorize 
the  Register  of  Copyrights  to  pre¬ 
scribe  regulations  to  “permit  the  de¬ 
posit  of  only  one  copy”  where  two 
would  normally  be  required. 

On  January  4,  1978,  we  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (Docket  77-11, 
43  FR  763,  effective  January  1,  1978) 
final  regulations  implementing  the  de¬ 
posit  requirements  of  sections  407  and 
408.  Those  regulations  did  reduce  the 
deposit  requirements  to  one  copy  in 
the  case  of  published  motioq  pictures. 
Those  regulations  also  eliminated  the 
availability  of  the  so-called  “motion 
picture  agreement”  which,  under  the 
copyright  law  in  effect  before  January 
1,  1978,  allowed  return  of  deposit 
copies  subject  to  later  recall  by  the  Li¬ 
brary  of  Congress. 

A  number  of  objections  were  raised 
by  representatives  of  motion  picture 
copyright  owners  to  the  elimination  of 
the  motion  picture  agreement.  The 
Motion  Picture  Association  of  Amer¬ 
ica,  Inc.  argued,  for  example,  that  the 
motion  picture  agreement  had  “mini¬ 
mized  the  financial  burden  on  copy¬ 
right  owners  by  giving  them  the  use  of 
valuable  prints  early  in  the  life  of  a 
motion  picture”  and  provided  impor¬ 
tant  safeguards  to  the  film  industry 
against  unauthorized  performance  or 
reproduction  by  users  of  the  motion 
picture  collection  of  the  Library  of 
Congress.  Representatives  of  the  Li¬ 
brary  of  Congress,  however,  expressed 
concern  over  assuring  the  return  of 
copies  recalled  under  the  agreement 
and  the  adequate  archival  quality  of 
those  copies. 

In  our  notice  of  rulemaking  (Docket 
RM  77-11,  43  FR  763,  January  4,  1978) 
we  noted  the  arguments  made  by 
motion  picture  copyright  owners  for 
retention  of  the  motion  picture  agree¬ 
ment  and  we  referred  to  “the  possibil¬ 
ity  of  negotiation  of  new  agreements 
(between  copyright  owners  and  the  Li¬ 
brary  of  Congress)  in  the  immediate 
future.” 

After  further  discussions  among  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  motion  picture  inter¬ 
ests  and  the  Library  of  Congress,  the 
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Library  did  agree  to  make  a  new 
motion  picture  agreement  available  to 
depositors.  On  March  24,  1978  (Docket 
RM  78-3,  43  FR  12320)  we  published 
interim  amendments  to  our  regula¬ 
tions  to  reflect  the  availability  of  the 
new  agreement.  Comments  on  both 
the  amendments  and  the  terms  of  the 
agreement  were  invited  until  May  12, 
1978. 

One  comment,  from  Jack  Valenti, 
President  of  the  Motion  Picture  Asso¬ 
ciation  of  America  and  the  Copyright 
Committee  of  the  Motion  Picture  As¬ 
sociation  of  America,  was  received  in 
response  to  the  interim  regulations. 
That  comment  supported  our  proposal 
and  “urgetedl  its  adoption  as  a  final 
regulation  of  the  Copyright  Office.” 

The  interim  regulations,  as  pub¬ 
lished  on  March  24,  1978,  are  adopted 
as  final  and  are  set  forth  below.  Copies 
of  the  Motion  Picture  Agreement  form 
are  available  upon  request  to  the  De¬ 
posits  and  Acquisitions  Section  of  the 
Copyright  Office. 

Dated:  July  7, 1978. 

Waldo  C.  Moore, 
Assistant  Register  of 
Copyrights  for  Registration. 

Approved: 

Daniel  J.  Boorstin, 

The  Librarian  of  Congress. 

Part  202  of  37  CFR,  Chapter  II  (as 
amended  on  January  1,  1978)  is 
amended  as  follows:  1.  In  §  202.19, 
paragraph  (d)(2)(ii)  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  202.19  Deposit  of  published  copies  or 
phonorecords  for  the  Library  of  Con¬ 
gress. 

*  *  •  •  • 

(d)  *  *  • 

(2)  *  •  * 

(ii)  Motion  pictures.  In  the  case  of 
published  motion  pictures,  the  deposit 
of  one  complete  copy  will  suffice  in 
lieu  of  the  two  copies  required  by 
paragraph  (d)(1)  of  this  section.  Any 
deposit  for  a  published  motion  picture 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  separate  de¬ 
scription  of  its  contents,  such  as  a  con¬ 
tinuity,  pressbook,  or  synopsis.  The  Li¬ 
brary  of  Congress  may,  at  its  sole  dis¬ 
cretion,  enter  into  an  agreement  per¬ 
mitting  the  return  of  copies  of  pub¬ 
lished  motion  pictures  to  the  depositor 
under  certain  conditions  and  establish¬ 
ing  certain  rights  and  obligations  of 
the  Library  with  respect  to  such 
copies.  In  the  event  of  termination  of 
such  an  agreement  by  the  Library  it 
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shall  not  be  subject  to  reinstatement, 
nor  shall  the  depositor  or  any  succes¬ 
sor  in  interest  of  the  depositor  be  enti¬ 
tled  to  any  similar  or  subsequent 
agreement  with  the  Library,  unless  at 
the  sole  discretion  of  the  Library  it 
would  be  in  the  best  interests  of  the 
Library  to  reinstate  the  agreement  or 
enter  into  a  new  agreement. 

*  *  *  *  * 

2.  In  §202.20,  paragraph  (c)(2)(H)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  202.20  Deposit  of  copies  and 
phonorecords  for  copyright  registra¬ 
tion. 

***** 

(c)  *  *  * 

(2)  *  *  * 

(ii)  Motion  pictures.  In  the  case  of 
published  motion  pictures,  the  deposit 
of  one  complete  copy  will  suffice  in 
lieu  of  two  copies.  The  deposit  of  a 
copy  or  copies  for  any  published  or 
unpublished  motion  picture  must  be 
accompanied  by  a  separate  description 
of  its  contents,  such  as  a  continuity, 
pressbook,  or  synopsis.  The  Library  of 
Congress  may,  at  its  sole  discretion, 
enter  into  an  agreement  permitting 
the  return  of  copies  of  published 
motion  pictures  to  the  depositor  under 
certain  conditions  and  establishing 
certain  rights  and  obligations  of  the 
Library  of  Congress  with  respect  to 
such  copies.  In  the  event  of  termina¬ 
tion  of  such  an  agreement  by  the  Li¬ 
brary,  it  shall  not  be  subject  to  rein¬ 
statement,  nor  shall  the  depositor  or 
any  successor  in  interest  of  the  deposi¬ 
tor  be  entitled  to  any  similar  or  subse¬ 
quent  agreement  with  the  Library, 
unless  at  the  sole  discretion  of  the  Li¬ 
brary  it  would  be  in  the  best  interests 
of  the  Library  to  reinstate  the  agree¬ 
ment  or  enter  into  a  new  agreement. 
In  the  case  of  unpublished  motion  pic¬ 
tures  (including  television  transmis¬ 
sion  programs  that  have  been  fixed 
and  transmitted  to  the  public  but  have 
not  been  published),  the  deposit  of 
indentifying  material  in  compliance 
with  §202.21  of  these  regulations  will 
suffice  in  lieu  of  an  actual  copy. 

***** 

[FR  Doc.  78-20069  Filed  7-19-78:  8:45  am] 
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[6560-01] 

Title  40 — Protection  of  Environment 

CHAPTER  I— ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 

SUBCHAPTER  C— AIR  PROGRAMS 

[FRL  930-3] 

PART  51— REQUIREMENTS  FOR  PREP¬ 
ARATION,  ADOPTION,  AND 
SUBMITTAL  OF  IMPLEMENTATION 
PLANS 

PART  52— APPROVAL  AND  PROMUL¬ 
GATION  OF  STATE  IMPLEMENTA¬ 
TION  PLANS 

Cleon  Air  Act:  Prevention  of  Signifi¬ 
cant  Deterioration;  Petitions  for 
Review 

Note.— For  a  notice  regarding  peti¬ 
tions  for  review  of  final  rules  pub¬ 
lished  at  43  FR  26380  and  26388  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  Monday,  June  19, 
1978,  see  FR  Doc.  78-20246  published 
in  the  Notices  section  of  this  issue. 
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[FRL  928-3] 

PART  86— CONTROL  OF  AIR  POLLU¬ 
TION  FROM  NEW  MOTOR  VEHI¬ 
CLES  AND  NEW  MOTOR  VEHICLE 
ENGINES 

PART  600— FUEL  ECONOMY  OF 
MOTOR  VEHICLES 

Miscellaneous  Amendments; 
Corrections 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Correction. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  is  a  publica¬ 
tion  of  several  corrections  to  Parts  86 
and  600  of  the  fuel  economy  regula¬ 
tions.  The  corrections  described  below 
clarify  the  regulations  contained  in 
this  Part  and  do  not  change  any  of  the 
substantive  text  within  Part  86  or  Part 
600. 

DATES:  These  corrections  are  effec¬ 
tive  July  20,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Marian  K.  Riedy,  Regulatory  Man¬ 
agement  Staff,  Office  of  Mobile 
Source  Air  Pollution  Control,  (Aw- 
455),  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401  M  Street  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton  D.C.  20460,  202-755-0596. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
This  publication  contains  only  correc¬ 
tions  to  Parts  86  and  600.  Sections 
which  were  substantively  amended  in 
the  Federal  Register  have  been  clari¬ 
fied  for  CFR  users  by  reprinting  the 
regulations  in  full  or  including  the  cor¬ 
rect  reference  to  a  previous  section.  No 
revisions  have  been  made  in  the  text 
of  any  regulations  of  part  86  or  part 
600  by  these  corrections. 

Dated:  July  3, 1978. 

David  G.  Hawkins, 
Assistant  Administrator. 

40  CFR  Parts  86  and  600  are  correct¬ 
ed  as  follows: 

A.  Part  86  is  corrected  as  follows: 

1.  Section  86.113-79,  proposed  in  42 


FR  38682,  Sept.  10,  1976  and  revised  in 
42  FR  45651,  Sept.  12,  1977  is  correct¬ 
ed  by  adding  the  following  introduc¬ 
tory  paragraph. 

§86.113-79  Fuel  specifications. 

Section  86.113-78  applies  except  for 
paragraph  (a)  which  is  hereby  super¬ 
seded. 

(a)  Gasoline.  (1)  Gasoline  having  the 
following  specifications  will  be  used  by 
the  Administrator  in  exhaust  and 
evaporative  emission  testing.  Gasoline 
having  the  following  specifications  or 
substantially  equivalent  specifications 
approved  by  the  Administrator,  shall 
be  used  by  the  manufacturer  in  ex¬ 
haust  and  evaporative  testing,  except 
that  the  lead  and  octane  specifications 
do  not  apply. 


Item 

ASTM 

Leaded 

Unleaded 

.  D2699 . 

98 

92 

7.5 

7.5 

‘1.4 

0.00-0.05 

Distillation  range: 

1  BP.  **  F . 

10  pet  point.  *  F . . . . 

50  pet  point,  °  F . 

.  D86 . 

.  D86 . .*  . 

.  D86 . 

.  D86 . 

75-95 
120-135 
200-230 
300-325 ‘ 

75-95 

120-135 

200-230 

300-325 

.  D86 . 

415 

415 

Sulphur,  weight  percent,  maximum . 

. .  D1266 . 

0.10 

0.01 

0.10 

0.005 

RVP  5  founds  per  square  inch . 

Hydrocarbon  composition: 

.  D323 . 

.  D1319 . 

S.7-9.2 

10 

87-9.2 

10 

.  D1319 . 

35 

35 

Saturates . 

.  D1319 . 

(*) 

<»> 

'Minimum. 

'For  testing  at  altitudes  above  1,219  m  (4,000  ft)  the  specified  range  is  75-105. 

•For  testing  which  is  unrelated  to  evaporative  emission  control,  the  specified  range  is  8.0-9.2. 
'For  testing  at  altitudes  above  1,219  m  <4,000  ft)  the  specified  range  is  7.9-9.2. 

“Remainder. 


(2)  Gasoline  representative  of  com¬ 
mercial  gasoline  which  will  be  general¬ 
ly  available  through  retail  outlets 
shall  be  used  in  service  accumulation. 
For  leaded  gasoline  the  minimum  lead 
content  shall  be  1.4  grams  per  U.S. 
gallon,  except  that  where  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  determines  that  vehicles  repre¬ 
sented  by  a  test  vehicle  will  be  operat¬ 
ed  using  gasoline  of  different  lead  con¬ 
tent  than  that  prescribed  in  this  para¬ 
graph,  he  may  consent  in  writing  to 
use  a  gasoline  with  a  different  lead 
content.  The  octane  rating  of  the  gas¬ 
oline  used  shall  be  no  higher  than  1.0 
research  octane  number  above  the 
minimum  recommended  by  the  manu¬ 
facturer  and  have  a  minimum  sensitiv¬ 
ity  of  7.5  octane  numbers,  where  sensi¬ 
tivity  is  defined  as  the  Research 
octane  number  minus  the  Motor 
octane  number.  The  Reid  Vapor  Pres¬ 
sure  of  the  gasoline  used  shall  be  char¬ 
acteristic  of  the  motor  fuel  used 
during  the  season  in  which  the  service 
accumulation  takes  place. 

(3)  The  specification  range  of  the 
gasoline  to  be  used  under  paragraph 
(a)(2)  of  this  section  shall  be  reported 
in  accordance  with  §  86.077-21(b)(3). 

2.  Section  600.002-78  as  amended  by 
42  FR  45670,  Sept.  12,  1977,  is  correct¬ 


ed  by  adding  the  following  introduc¬ 
tory  paragraphs: 

§  600.002-78  Definitions. 

The  following  definition  applies  be¬ 
ginning  with  the  1978  model  year. 
600.002-77  applies  except  600.002- 
77(a)(8)  which  is  hereby  superceded 
and  (39)  and  (40)  which  are  hereby 
added. 

(8)  “Federal  Highway  Fuel  Economy 
Test  Procedure”  refers  to  the 
dynamometer  driving  schedule, 
dynamometer  procedure,  and  sampling 
and  analytical  procedures  described  in 
Subpart  B  of  this  part  and  which  are 
used  to  derive  highway  fuel  economy 
data. 

•  •  *  *  * 

3.  Section  600.206-80  was  added  iden¬ 
tical  to  §600.206-79  except  for  the 
amended  paragraph  (a)(2)(iii)  by  42 
FR  45660,  Sept.  12,  1977.  As  amended 
the  secton  reads  as  follows: 

§  600.206-80  Calculation  and  use  of  fuel 
economy  values  for  a  vehicle  configu¬ 
ration. 

(a)  Fuel  economy  values  determined 
for  each  vehicle  and  as  approved  in 
§600.008  (b)  or  (f)  are  used  to  deter¬ 
mine  city,  highway,  and  combined  fuel 
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economy  values  for  each  vehicle  con¬ 
figuration  (as  determined  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator)  for  which  data  are  availa¬ 
ble. 

(1)  If  only  one  city  fuel  economy  and 
one  highway  fuel  economy  value  exist 
for  a  vehicle  configuration,  those 
values,  rounded  to  the  nearest  tenth 
of  a  mile  per  gallon,  comprise  the  city 
fuel  economy  value  and  highway  fuel 
economy  value  for  that  configuration. 

(2)  If  more  than  one  city  and  one 
highway  fuel  economy  value  exist  for 
a  vehicle  configuration: 

(i)  All  data  shall  be  grouped  accord¬ 
ing  to  each  unique  road  load  horse¬ 
power  setting/test  weight  combination 
at  which  the  data  was  generated. 

(ii)  Within  each  group  of  data,  all 
values  are  harmonically  averaged  and 
rounded  to  the  nearest  0.0001  of  a  mile 
per  gallon  for  the  city  fuel  economy 
values,  and  harmonically  averaged  and 
rounded  to  the  nearest  0.0001  mile  per 
gallon  for  the  highway  values,  in  order 
to  determine  a  city  and  a  highway  fuel 
economy  value  for  each  road  load 
horsepower  setting/test  weight  at 
which  the  vehicle  configuration  was 
tested. 

(iii)  All  city  fuel  economy  values  and 
all  highway  fuel  economy  values  calcu¬ 
lated  in  (ii)  are  (separately  for  city  and 
highway)  harmonically  averaged  in 
proportion  to  the  relative  sales  within 
the  vehicle  configuration  (as  provided 
to  the  Administrator  by  the  manufac¬ 
turer)  of  vehicles  of  each  tested  road 
load  horsepower  setting/test  weight 
combination.  The  resultant  values, 
rounded  to  the  nearest  0.0001  mile  per 
gallon,  are  the  city  and  highway  fuel 
economy  values  for  the  vehicle  con¬ 
figuration. 

(3)  The  combined  fuel  economy 
value  for  a  vehicle  configuration  is  cal¬ 
culated  by  harmonically  averaging  the 
city  and  highway  fuel  economy  values, 
as  determined  in  §  600.206(a)  (1)  and 

(2),  weighted  0.55  and  0.45,  respective¬ 
ly,  and  rounding  to  0.0001  of  a  mile 
per  gallon.  A  sample  of  this  calcula¬ 
tion  appears  in  Appendix  II  to  this 
Part. 

(b)  The  city,  highway,  and  combined 
fuel  economy  values  determined  for 
the  vehicle  configuration  according  to 
paragraph  (a)  and  rounded  to  the 
nearest  whole  mile  per  gallon  com¬ 
prise  the  fuel  economy  values  that 
appear  on  specific  labels  as  described 
in  §  600.309. 

(c)  The  annual  fuel  cost  estimate  for 
operating  an  automobile  included  in  a 
vehicle  configuration  will  be  computed 
by  the  Administrator  by  using  values 
for  the  fuel  cost  per  gallon  and  a  aver¬ 
age  annual  mileage  and  the  combined 
fuel  economy  determined  in  (a)(3). 
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(1)  The  annual  fuel  cost  estimate  for 
a  vehicle  configuration  is  computed  by 
multiplying: 

(1)  Fuel  cost  per  gallon  (as  obtained 
by  the  Administrator  from  the  PEA 
Administrator),  expressed  in  dollars  to 
the  nearest  0.05  dollar,  by 

(ii)  Average  annual  mileage  (as  ob¬ 
tained  by  the  Administrator  from  the 
Secretary),  expressed  in  miles  per  year 
to  the  nearest  1,000  miles  per  year,  by 

(iii)  The  inverse,  rounded  to  the 
nearest  0.0001  gallons  per  mile,  of  the 
combined  fuel  economy  for  a  vehicle 
configuration  (expressed  in  miles  per 
gallon  rounded  to  the  nearest  whole 
mile  per  gallon). 

(2)  The  product  computed  in  (c)(1) 
and  rounded  to  the  nearest  dollars  per 
year  will  comprise  the  annual  fuel  Cost 
estimate  that  appears  on  specific 
labels  for  that  vehicle  configuration. 

4.  Section  600.207-79  was  added  iden¬ 
tical  to  §600.207-78  except  for  the 
amended  paragraph  (a)(3)(iii)  by  42 
PR  45661,  Sept.  12,  1977.  As  amended 
the  section  reads  as  follows: 

§  600.207-79  Calculation  and  use  of  fuel 
economy  values  for  a  model  type. 

(a)  Fuel  economy  values  for  a  base 
level  are  calculated  from  vehicle  con¬ 
figuration  fuel  economy  values  as  de¬ 
termined  in  §  600.206(a)  for  low  alti¬ 
tude  tests. 

(1)  If  the  Administrator  determines 
that  autombiles  intended  for  sale  in 
the  State  of  California  are  likely  to  ex¬ 
hibit  significant  differences  in  fuel 
economy  from  those  intended  for  sale 
in  other  States,  he  will  calculate  fuel 
economy  values  for  each  base  level  for 
vehicles  intended  for  sale  in  California 
and  for  each  base  level  for  vehicles  in¬ 
tended  for  sale  in  the  rest  of  the 
States. 

(2)  The  manufacturer  shall  supply 
model  year  sales  projections  for  each 
vehicle  configuration  within  each  car 
line  to  the  Administrator. 

(i)  Sales  projections  must  be  sup¬ 
plied  separately  for  each  vehicle  con¬ 
figuration  intended  for  sale  in  Califor¬ 
nia  and  each  configuration  intended 
for  sale  in  the  rest  of  the  States  if  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Administrator  under 
paragraph  (a)(1),  of  this  section. 

(ii)  The  sales  projections  must  be  up¬ 
dated  as  of  the  date  a  manufacturer 
requests  that  fuel  economy  calcula¬ 
tions  for  a  model  type  be  made  by  the 
Administrator. 

(iii)  The  requirements  of  this  section 
may  be  satisfied  by  providing  an 
amended  application  for  certification, 
as  described  in  §86.007-21  of  this 
chapter. 

(3)  Vehicle  configuration  fuel  econo¬ 
my  values,  as  determined  in 
§  600.206(a),  are  grouped  according  to 
base  level. 

(i)  If  only  one  vehicle  configuration 
within  a  base  level  has  been  tested, 
the  fuel  economy  value  from  that  ve- 
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hide  configuration  constitutes  the 
fuel  economy  for  that  base  level. 

(ii)  If  more  than  one  vehicle  configu¬ 
ration  within  a  base  level  have  been 
tested,  the  vehicle  configuration  fuel 
economy  values  are  harmonically  aver¬ 
aged  in  proportion  to  the  respective 
projected  sales  fraction  (rounded  to 
the  nearest  0.0001)  of  each  vehicle 
configuration  and  the  resultant  fuel 
economy  value  rounded  to  the  nearest 
0.0001  of  a  mile  per  gallon. 

(iii)  If  the  Administrator  has  not  ac¬ 
cepted  fuel  economy  data  derived  from 
the  testing  of  a  certification  vehicle 
(or  a  vehicle  tested  for  running 
changes  approved  under  §86.078-23) 
for  at  least  one  vehicle  configuration 
within  each  base  level,  the  manufac¬ 
turer  shall  submit  (on  or  before  the 
date  that  the  manufacturer  requests 
the  Administrator  to  calculate  the  re¬ 
spective  general  label  values)  data  as 
specified  in  §  600.006.  The  fuel  econo¬ 
my  data  submitted  shall  be  for  the  ve¬ 
hicle  configuration  with  the  largest 
projected  sales  within  the  respective 
base  level.  The  vehicle  tested  will  be 
tested  at  the  road  load  horsepower 
with  the  highest  projected  sales 
within  the  vehicle  configuration. 

(4)  The  procedure  specified  in 
§  600.207(a)  will  be  repeated  for  each 
base  level,  thus  establishing  city,  high¬ 
way,  and  combined  fuel  economy 
values  for  each  base  level. 

(5)  For  the  purposes  of  calculating  a  * 
base  level  fuel  economy  value,  if  the 
only  vehicle  configuration(s)  within 
the  base  level  are  vehicle 
configuration(s)  which  are  intended 
for  sale  at  high  altitude,  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  may  use  fuel  economy  data 
from  tests  conducted  on  these  vehicle 
configuration(s)  at  high  altitude  to 
calculate  the  fuel  economy  for  the 
base  level. 

(b)  For  each  model  type,  as  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Administrator,  a  city, 
highway,  and  combined  fuel  economy 
value  will  be  calculated  by  using  the 
projected  sales  and  fuel  economy 
values  for  each  base  level  within  the 
model  type. 

(1)  If  the  Administrator  determines 
that  automobiles  intended  for  sale  in 
the  State  of  California  are  likely  to  ex¬ 
hibit  significant  differences  in  fuel 
economy  from  those  intended  for  sale 
in  other  states,  he  will  calculate  fuel 
economy  values  for  each  model  type 
separately  for  vehicles  intended  for 
sale  in  California  and  for  those  intend¬ 
ed  for  sale  in  the  rest  of  the  states. 

(2)  The  sales  fraction  for  each  base 
level  is  calculated  by  dividing  the 
projected  sales  of  the  base  level  within 
the  model  type  by  the  projected  sales 
of  the  model  type  and  rounding  the 
quotient  to  the  nearest  0.0001. 

(3)  The  city  fuel  economy  values  of 
the  model  type  (calculated  to  the 
nearest  0.0001  mpg)  are  determined  by 
dividing  one  by  a  sum  of  terms,  each 
of  which  corresponds  to  a  base  level 
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and  which  is  a  fraction  determined  by 
dividing: 

(i)  The  sales  fraction  of  the  base 
level,  by 

Cii)  The  city  fuel  economy  value  for 
the  respective  base  level. 

(4)  The  procedure  specified  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)(3)  of  this  section  is  repeated 
in  an  analogous  manner  to  determine 
the  highway  and  combined  fuel  econo¬ 
my  values  for  the  model  type. 

(c)  The  city,  highway,  and  combined 
fuel  economy  values  as  calculated  in 
§  600.207(b)  and  rounded  to  the 
nearest  whole  mile  per  gallon  are  the 
fuel  economy  values  used  on  general 
labels  for  that  model  type. 

(d)  The  annual  fuel  cost  estimate  for 
operating  an  automobile  included  in  a 
model  type  will  be  computed  by  the 
Administrator  by  using  values  for  the 
fuel  cost  per  gallon  and  average 
annual  mileage,  predetermined  by  the 
Administrator,  and  the  combined  fuel 
economy  determined  in  (b). 

(1)  The  annual  fuel  cost  estimate  for 
a  model  type  is  computed  by  multiply¬ 
ing 

(1)  Fuel  cost  per  gallon  expressed  in 
dollars  to  the  nearest  0.05  dollar,  by 

(ii)  Average  annual  mileage,  ex¬ 
pressed  in  miles  per  year  to  the 
nearest  1,000  miles  per  year,  by 

(iii)  The  inverse,  rounded  to  the 
nearest  0.0001  gallons  per  mile,  of  the 
combined  fuel  economy  value  for  a 
model  type  (expressed  in  miles  per 
gallon  rounded  to  the  nearest  whole 
mile  per  gallon). 

(2)  The  product  computed  in  (d)(1) 
and  rounded  to  the  nearest  dollar  per 
year  will  comprise  the  annual  fuel  cost 
estimate  that  appears  on  general 
labels  for  that  model  type. 

5.  Section  600.207-80  was  added  iden¬ 
tical  to  600.207-78  except  for  the 
amended  paragraph  (a)(3)(iii)  by  42 
FR  45661,  Sept.  12,  1977.  As  amended 
the  section  reads  as  follows: 

§  600.207-80  Calculation  and  use  of  fuel 
economy  values  for  a  model  type. 

(a)  Fuel  economy  values  for  a  base 
level  are  calculated  from  vehicle  con¬ 
figuration  fuel  economy  values  as  de¬ 
termined  in  §  600.206(a)  for  low  alti¬ 
tude  tests. 

(1)  If  the  Administrator  determines 
that  automobiles  intended  for  sale  in 
the  State  of  California  are  likely  to  ex¬ 
hibit  significant  differences  in  fuel 
economy  from  those  intended  for  sale 
in  other  states,  he  will  calculate  fuel 
economy  values  for  each  base  level  for 
vehicles  intended  for  sale  in  California 
and  for  each  base  level  for  vehicles  in¬ 
tended  for  sale  in  the  rest  of  the 
states. 

(2)  The  manufacturer  shall  supply 
model  year  sales  projections  for  each 
vehicle  configuration  within  each  car 
line  to  the  Administrator. 


(i)  Sales  projections  must  be  sup¬ 
plied  separately  for  each  vehicle  con¬ 
figuration  intended  for  sale  in  Califor¬ 
nia  and  each  configuration  intended 
for  sale  in  the  rest  of  the  states  if  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Administrator  under 
paragraph  (a)(1),  of  this  section. 

(ii)  The  sales  projections  must  be  up¬ 
dated  as  of  the  date  a  manufacturer 
requests  that  fuel  economy  calcula¬ 
tions  for  a  model  type  be  made  by  the 
Administrator. 

(iii)  The  requirements  of  this  section 
may  be  satisfied  by  providing  an 
amended  application  for  certification 
as  described  in  §86.007-21  of  this 
chapter. 

(3)  Vehicle  configuration  fuel  econo¬ 
my  values,  as  determined  in 
§  600.206(a),  are  grouped  according  to 
base  level. 

(i)  If  only  one  vehicle  configuration 
within  a  base  level  has  been  tested, 
the  fuel  economy  value  from  that  ve¬ 
hicle  configuration  constitutes  the 
fuel  economy  for  that  base  level. 

(ii)  If  more  than  one  vehicle  configu¬ 
ration  within  a  base  level  have  been 
tested,  the  vehicle  configuration  fuel 
economy  values  are  harmonically  aver¬ 
aged  in  proportion  to  the  respective 
projected  sales  fraction  (rounded  to 
the  nearest  0.0001)  of  each  vehicle 
configuration  and  the  resultant  fuel 
economy  value  rounded  to  the  nearest 
0.0001  of  a  mile  per  gallon. 

(iii)  If  the  Administrator  has  not  ac¬ 
cepted  fuel  economy  data  derived  from 
the  testing  of  a  certification  vehicle 
(or  a  vehicle  tested  for  running 
changes  approved  under  §86.078-23) 
for  at  least  one  vehicle  configuration 
within  each  base  level,  the  manufac¬ 
turer  shall  submit  (on  or  before  the 
date  that  the  manufacturer  requests 
the  Administrator  to  calculate  the  re¬ 
spective  general  label  values)  data  as 
specified  in  §600.006.  The  fuel  econo¬ 
my  data  submitted  shall  be  for  the  ve¬ 
hicle  configuration  with  the  largest 
projected  sales  within  the  respective 
base  level.  The  vehicle  will  be  tested  at 
the  road  load  horsepower/test  weight 
combination  which  has  the  largest 
projected  sales  within  the  vehicle  con¬ 
figuration. 

(4)  The  procedure  specified  in 
§  600.207(a)  will  be  repeated  for  each 
base  level,  thus  establishing  city,  high¬ 
way,  and  combined  fuel  economy 
values  for  each  base  level. 

(5)  For  the  purposes  of  calculating  a 
base  level  fuel  economy  value,  if  the 
only  vehicle  configuration(s)  within 
the  base  level  are  vehicle 
configuration(s)  which  are  intended 
for  sale  at  high  altitude,  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  may  use  fuel  economy  data 
from  tests  conducted  on  these  vehicle 
configuration(s)  at  high  altitude  to 
calculate  the  fuel  economy  for  the 
base  level. 


(b)  For  each  model  type,  as  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Administrator,  a  city, 
highway,  and  combined  fuel  economy 
value  will  be  calculated  by  using  the 
projected  sales  and  fuel  economy 
values  for  each  base  level  within  the 
model  type. 

(1)  If  the  Administrator  determines 
that  automobiles  intended  for  sale  in 
the  State  of  California  are  likely  to  ex¬ 
hibit  significant  differences  in  fuel 
economy  from  those  intended  for  sale 
in  other  states,  he  will  calculate  fuel 
economy  values  for  each  model  type 
separately  for  vehicles  intended  for 
sale  in  California  and  for  those  intend¬ 
ed  for  sale  in  the  rest  of  the  states. 

(2)  The  sales  fraction  for  each  base 
level  is  calculated  by  dividing  the 
projected  sales  of  the  base  level  within 
the  model  type  by  the  projected  sales 
of  the  model  type  and  rounding  the 
quotient  to  the  nearest  0.0001. 

(3)  The  city  fuel  economy  values  of 
the  model  type  (calculated  to  the 
nearest  0.0001  mpg)  are  determined  by 
dividing  one  by  a  sum  of  terms,  each 
of  which  corresponds  to  a  base  level 
and  which  is  a  fraction  determined  by 
dividing 

(i)  The  sale  fraction  of  the  base 
level,  by 

(ii)  The  city  fuel  economy  value  for 
the  respective  base  level. 

(4)  The  procedure  specified  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)(3)  of  this  section  is  repeated 
in  an  analogous  manner  to  determine 
the  highway  and  combined  fuel  econo¬ 
my  values  for  the  model  type. 

(c)  The  city,  highway,  and  combined 
fuel  economy  values  as  calculated  in 
§  600.207(b)  and  rounded  tp  the 
nearest  whole  mile  per  gallon  are  the 
fuel  economy  values  used  on  general 
labels  for  that  model  type. 

(d)  The  annual  fuel  cost  estimate  for 
operating  an  automobile  included  in  a 
model  type  will  be  computed  by  the 
Administrator  by  using  values  for  the 
fuel  cost  per  gallon  and  average 
annual  mileage,  predetermined  by  the 
Administrator,  and  the  combined  fuel 
economy  determined  in  (b) 

(1)  The  annual  fuel  cost  estimate  for 
a  model  type  is  computed  by  multiply¬ 
ing 

(1)  Fuel  cost  per  gallon  expressed  in 
dollars  to  the  nearest  0.05  dollar,  by 

(ii)  Average  annual  mileage,  ex¬ 
pressed  in  miles  per  year  to  the 
nearest  1,000  miles  per  year,  by 

(iii)  The  inverse,  rounded  to  the 
nearest  0.0001  gallons  per  mile,  of  the 
combined  fuel  economy  value  for  a 
model  type  (expressed  in  miles  per 
gallon  rounded  to  the  nearest  whole 
mile  per  gallon). 

(2)  The  product  computed  in  (d)(1) 
and  rounded  to  the  nearest  dollar  per 
year  will  comprise  the  annual  fuel  cost 
estimate  that  appears  on  general 
labels  for  that  model  type. 
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6.  Section  600.306-78  was  added  iden¬ 
tical  to  600.306-77  except  for  the 
amended  paragraphs  (a)(1)  and  (a)(2) 
by  42  FR  37812,  July  25,  1977.  As 
amended  the  section  reads  as  follows: 

§  600.306-78  Labeling  requirements. 

(a)  Prior  to  being  offered  for  sale, 
each  manufacturer  shall  affix  or  cause 
to  be  affixed  and  each  dealer  shall 
maintain  or  cause  to  be  maintained  on 
each  automobile  a  general  or  specific 
fuel  economy  label,  approved  by  the 
Administrator,  that  includes  fuel  econ¬ 
omy  information,  and  annual  fuel  cost 
estimate. 

(1)  Each  manufacturer  shall  affix  or 
cause  to  be  affixed  a  general  label  as 
described  in  §600.308-77,  or  (at  the 
option  of  the  manufacturer)  §  600.308- 
78.  or 

(2)  At  the  option  of  the  manufactur¬ 
er,  the  requirements  of  this  paragraph 
may  be  satisfied  by  labeling  an  auto¬ 
mobile  with  a  specific  label,  as  de¬ 
scribed  "in  §  600.309-77  or  (at  the 
option  of  the  manufacturer)  §  600.309- 
78  in  place  of  the  general  label. 

(i)  If  the  manufacturer  elects  to  use 
a  specific  label  within  a  model  type  (as 
defined  in  §  600.002(a)(19)),  he  shall 
also  have  approved  specific  labels  af¬ 
fixed  on  all  automobiles  within  this 
model  type,  except  on  those  auto¬ 
mobiles  manufactured  or  imported 
before  the  date  that  labels  are  re¬ 
quired  to  bear  range  values  as  required 
by  paragraph  (b)  or  determined  by  the 
Administrator  or  as  permitted  under 
§600.310. 

(ii)  If  a  manufacturer  elects  to 
change  from  general  to  specific  labels 
or  vice  versa  within  a  model  type,  the 
manufacturer  shall,  within  five  calen¬ 
dar  days,  initiate  or  discontinue  as  ap¬ 
plicable,  the  use  of  specific  labels  on 
all  vehicles  within  a  model  type  at  all 
facilities  where  labels  are  affixed. 

(b)  The  manufacturer  shall  include 
the  current  range  of  fuel  economy  of 
comparable  automobiles  (as  described 
in  §600.314)  in  the  label  of  each  vehi¬ 
cle  manufactured  more  than  fifteen 
calendar  days  after  the  current  range 
is  made  available  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor. 

( 1 )  Automobiles  manufactured 
before  sixteen  calendar  days  after  the 
intial  label  range  is  made  available 
under  §  600.314(d)(1)  will  be  labeled 
without  a  range  of  fuel  economy  of 
comparable  automobiles.  In  place  of 
the  range  of  fuel  economy  of  compara¬ 
ble  automobiles,  the  label  will  contain 
a  statement  indicating  that,  as  of  the 
date  of  production  or  importation  of 
this  automobile,  no  range  of  fuel  econ¬ 
omy  of  comparable  automobiles  was 
available. 

(2)  Automobiles  manufactured  more 
than  fifteen  calendar  days  after  the 
initial  or  updated  label  range  is  made 


available  under  §  600.314(d)  (1)  or  (2) 
will  be  labeled  with  the  current  range 
of  fuel  economy  of  comparable  auto¬ 
mobiles  as  approved  for  that  general 
or  specific  label. 

(c)  The  fuel  economy  label  must  be 
readily  visible  from  the  exterior  of  the 
automobile  and  remain  affixed  until 
the  time  the  automobile  is  delivered  to 
the  actual  custody  and  possession  of 
the  ultimate  consumer. 

(1)  The  fuel  economy  label  must  be 
located  on  the  windshield,  or  on  a  side 
window.  If  the  window  is  not  large 
enough  to  contain  both  the  Auto¬ 
mobile  Information  Disclosure  Act 
label  and  the  fuel  economy  label,  the 
manufacturer  shall  have  the  fuel  econ¬ 
omy  label  affixed  on  another  window 
and  as  closes  possible  to  the  Auto¬ 
mobile  Information  Disclosure  Act 
label. 

(2)  The  fuel  economy  label  informa¬ 
tion  may  be  included  with  the  Auto¬ 
mobile  Information  Disclosure  Act 
label  if  the  prominence  and  legibility 
of  the  fuel  economy  label  is  main¬ 
tained.  For  this  purpose,  all  fuel  econ¬ 
omy  label  information  must  be  placed 
on  a  separate  section  of  the  label  and 
may  not  be  intermixed  with  the  Auto¬ 
mobile  Information  Act  label  informa¬ 
tion. 

(3)  The  manufacturer  shall  have  the 
fuel  economy  label  affixed  in  a 
manner  so  that  appearance  and  leg¬ 
ibility  are  maintained  until  after  the 
vehicle  is  delivered  to  the  ultimate 
consumer. 

7.  Section  600.206-79  as  amended  by 
42  FR  45670,  Sept.  12,  1977  is  correct¬ 
ed  by  adding  the  following  introduc¬ 
tory  paragraphs: 

§  600.306-79  Labeling  requirements. 

Section  600.306-78  applies  except 
600.306-78  (a)(1)  and  (a)(2)  which  are 
hereby  superceded. 

(a)  Prior  to  being  offered  for  sale, 
each  manufacturer  shall  affix  or  cause 
to  be  affixed  and  each  dealer  shall 
maintain  or  cause  to  be  maintained  on 
each  automobile: 

(1) A  general  fuel  economy  label  as 
described  in  §  600.308,  or 

(2)  A  specific  label,  as  described  in 
§600.309,  for  those  low  altitude  auto¬ 
mobiles  manufactured  or  imported 
before  the  date  that  occurs  15  days 
after  general  labels  are  approved  for 
the  manufacturer. 

8.  Section  600.307-78  was  added  with 
paragraph  (a)  identical  to  paragraph 
(a)  of  600.307-77  and  otherwise 
amended  by  42  FR  37813,  July  25, 
1977.  As  amended  the  section  reads  as 
follows: 

§  600.307-78  Format  of  labels. 

The  fuel  economy  label  must: 


(a)  Be  rectangular  in  shape  and 
large  enough  to  allow  inclusion  of  all 
required  information: 

(b)  Contain  the  following  informa¬ 
tion  which  is  illustrated  on  the  sample 
label: 

( 1 )  The  title:  EPA  Fuel  Economy  Es¬ 
timates, 

(2)  The  combined  fuel  economy, 
annual  fuel  cost,  city  fuel  economy, 
and  highway  fuel  economy  for  the 
labeled  vehicle  as  calculated  in 
§  600.206  or  §  600.207  as  applicable,  and 
as  approved  by  the  Administrator, 

(3)  The  word  “Model”  or  the  phrase 
“For  This  Car”  as  appropriate  for  gen¬ 
eral  and  specific  fuel  economy  labels, 
respectively,  followed  by  the  model 
year,  car  line  name  and  description  of 
the  labeled  vehicle  as  described  in  the 
manner  and  degree  of  detail  specified 
in  §  600.308  or  §  600.309,  as  applicable, 

(4)  A  statement  as  to  the  availability 
of  the  fuel  economy  and  cost  ranges 
containing  the  date  of  availability  and 
the  vehicle  class  identification  fol¬ 
lowed  by  the  range  of  fuel  economy  es¬ 
timates,  and  annual  fuel  costs.  The 
ranges  are  determined  according  to 
§600.311  and  supplied  to  the  manufac¬ 
turer  by  the  Administrator. 

(c)  Include  the  following:  “Remind¬ 
er— These  Numbers  Are  Estimates. 
Your  actual  mileage  and  fuel  cost  will 
probably  be  different  because  of  how, 
when,  and  where  you  drive.  Compare 
these  estimates  with  others  listed  in 
the  Gas  Mileage  Guide.  Your  dealer 
has  Free  copies.” 

A  sample  fuel  economy  label  format 
for  the  1978  model  year  is  included  in 
Appendix  V. 

9.  Section  600.308-78  was  added  iden¬ 
tical  to  600.308-77  except  that  para¬ 
graphs  (c)  and  (d)  are  omitted  and 
paragraph  (a)  amended  by  42  FR 
37813,  July  25,  1977.  As  amended  the 
section  reads  as  follows: 

§  600.308-78  General  label  contents. 

The  general  fuel  economy  label  must 
contain  the  following: 

(a)  The  information  and  statements 
described  in  §  600.307  (a)  through  (c). 

(b)  A  description  of  the  applicable 
vehicle  specifying: 

(1)  Vehicle  car  line, 

(2)  Number  of  engine  cylinders, 

(3)  Engine  displacement,  in  cubic 
inches,  cubic  centimenters,  or  liters, 
whichever  is  consistent  with  the  cus¬ 
tomary  description  of  that  engine, 

(4)  Fuel  metering  system,  including 
number  of  carburetor  barrels,  if  appli¬ 
cable, 

(5)  Transmission  class, 

(6)  Catalyst  usage,  if  so  equipped, 

(7)  Other  engine  or  vehicle  param¬ 
eters,  if  approved  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  and 

(8)  California  emission  control 
system  usage,  where  applicable,  if  the 
Administrator  determines  that  auto- 
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mobiles  intended  for  sale  in  the  State 
of  California  are  likely  to  exhibit  sig¬ 
nificant  differences  in  fuel  economy 
from  those  intended  for  sale  in  other 
states. 

10.  Section  600.309-78  was  added 
identical  to  600.309-77  except  that 
paragraph  (b)  is  omitted  and  reserved, 
paragraphs  (d)  and  (e)  are  omitted  and 
paragraph  (a)  amended  by  42  FR 
37813,  July  25,  1977.  As  amended  the 
section  reads  as  follows: 

§  600.309-78  Specific  label  contents.  w 

The  specific  fuel  economy  label  must 
contain  the  following: 

(a)  The  information  and  statements 
as  described  in  §  600.307  (a)  through 
(c); 

(b)  [Reserved! 

(c)  A  description  of  the  applicable 
vehicle  specifying: 

(1)  Car  line, 

(2)  Engine  displacement, 

(3)  Number  of  cylinders, 

(4)  Transmission  class  and  number 
of  forward  speeds, 

(5)  Fuel  metering  system,  including 
number  of  carburetor  barrels,  if  appli¬ 
cable. 

(6)  Catalyst  usage,  if  so  equipped, 

(7)  Other  engine  or  vehicle  param¬ 
eters,  if  approved  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor, 

(8)  Test  (inertia)  weight, 

(9)  Axle  ratio,  and 

(10)  California  emission  control 
system  usage,  where  applicable,  if  the 
Administrator  determines  that  auto¬ 
mobiles  intended  for  sale  in  the  State 
of  California  are  likely  to  exhibit  sig¬ 
nificant  differences  in  fuel  economy 
from  those  intended  for  sale  in  other 
States. 

[FR  Doc.  78-19798  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[1505-01] 

Title  43 — Public  Lands:  Interior 

CHAPTER  II— BUREAU  OF  LAND 
MANAGEMENT 

APPENDIX— PUBLIC  LAND  ORDERS 

[Public  Land  Order  5638:  Idaho  13325] 

IDAHO 

Transfer  of  Jurisdiction:  Withdrawal 
of  Lands  for  Dworshak  Dam 
Wildlife  Mitigation  Project 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc  78-15406  appearing  at 
page  24063  in  the  issue  for  Friday, 
June  2,  1978,  in  the  land  description 
for  “Boise  Meridian,”  make  the  follow¬ 
ing  corrections: 

(1)  The  third  line,  now  reading 
“SW'/iNEVi,  SV2NWV2,  WV2SWV4,” 


should  read  “SWViNEtt,  SV^NWy... 
WVfeSWVi,”. 

(2)  In  the  next  to  last  line,  delete 
“124”  which  appears  immediately 
before  “Sec.  8”. 


[4910-60] 

Title  49 — Transportation 

CHAPTER  I— MATERIALS  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION  BUREAU,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

[Docket  No.  HM-121:  Arndt.  Nos.  171-40, 
172-44,  173-118,  174-31,  177-41,  178-48] 

Use  of  Certain  Packagings 

AGENCY:  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  purpose  of  this  rule 
is  to  amend  various  sections  of  the  reg¬ 
ulations  to  authorize  the  use  of  cer¬ 
tain  packagings  for  specific  hazardous 
materials,  to  modify  the  specifications 
of  particular  packagings,  and  to  incor¬ 
porate  certain  miscellaneous  changes. 
These  regulatory  actions  are  intended 
to  remove  the  constraints  imposed  on 
shippers  by  special  permits  or  exemp¬ 
tions  without  compromising  safety,  to 
authorize  general  use  of  specific 
packagings  for  certain  materials  and 
to  simplify  and  clarify  the  regulations 
in  order  to  eliminate  the  possibility  of 
non-compliance  with  the  regulations. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  20,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Alan  I.  Roberts,  Associate  Director 
for  Hazardous  Materials  Regulation, 
Materials  Transportation  Bureau, 
2100  Second  Street  SW„  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20590,  202-426-0656. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  Hazardous  Materials  Regulations 
Board  published  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  under  docket  HM-121  on 
Oct.  11,  1974  (39  FR  36596;  notice  74- 
12).  That  notice  proposed  a  variety  of 
miscellaneous  changes  to  sections  ap¬ 
pearing  in  49  CFR  parts  172,  173,  174, 
177  and  178. 

As  matter  of  expediency,  this  docu¬ 
ment  is  being  published  to  complete 
and  close  the  HM-121  docket.  Most  of 
the  regulatory  changes  published  in 
this  document  are  based  on  experience 
gained  from  existing  exemptions. 
Under  current  practice,  such  changes 
would  be  published  by  the  Materials 
Transportation  Bureau  (MTB)  under 
docket  HM-139,  where  proven  exemp¬ 
tions  are  considered  for  conversion 
into  rules  of  general  applicability  (in 
fact,  some  of  the  original  HM-121  pro¬ 
posals  have  been  handled  that  way,  as 
noted  in  the  discussion  below).  The 


other  regulatory  changes  in  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  similar  in  that  they  are  un¬ 
complicated  and  have  generated  little 
public  controversy.  All  comments  to 
this  docket  w  hich  are  within  the  scope 
of  the  1974  notice  have  been  consid¬ 
ered  in  the  preparation  of  the  final 
rule. 

The  principal  drafters  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Joseph  T.  Horning,  Regula¬ 
tions  Development  Branch,  Office  of 
Hazardous  Materials  Regulation  and 
Douglas  A.  Crockett,  Office  of  the 
Chief  Counsel,  Research  and  Special 
Programs  Administration. 

The  following  is  a  review  of  each  sec¬ 
tion  as  proposed  in  the  notice  which 
appeared  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
Oct.  11,  1974  and  the  manner  in  which 
the  proposed  amendments  were  han¬ 
dled. 

Part  171 

Section  171.7.  Paragraph  (d)  of  this 
section  has  been  amended  to  reflect 
the  reference  in  §  173.302(a)(4)  to  Fed¬ 
eral  Specif icat’on  RR-C-901b. 

Part  172 

Section  172.101  {formerly  172.5).  The 
entries  of  methyl  bromide,  pressur¬ 
ized;  methyl  bromide  and  chloropicrin 
mixture,  pressurized;  methyl  bromide 
and  nonflammable,  nonliquefied,  com¬ 
pressed  gas  mixtures,  liquid;  and  nitro¬ 
gen  tetroxide-nitric  oxide  mixture 
were  not  addressed  under  this 
rulemaking  since  they  were  handled 
by  docket  HM-103/112  (41  FR  15972, 
April  15,  1976).  The  entry  of  vinyl 
methyl  ether  was  not  addressed  under 
this  rulemaking  since  it  was  handled 
by  docket  HM-139  (42  FR  28132,  June 
2,  1977).  The  entry  of  vanadium 

oxytrichloride  and  titanium  tetrachlo¬ 
ride  mixture  appears  in  the  hazardous 
materials  table  as  a  new  entry.  Vanadi¬ 
um  oxytrichloride  and  titanium  tetra¬ 
chloride  mixture  has  been  added  as  a 
result  of  a  petition  for  a  rulemaking 
and  the  favorable  shipping  experi¬ 
ences  documented  under  exemption 
4338. 

The  proposed  amendment  to  in¬ 
crease  the  package  quantity  for  motor 
fuel  antiknock  compound  and  tetra¬ 
ethyl  lead  for  rail  express  service  from 
55  gallons  to  65  gallons  has  been  with¬ 
drawn.  This  proposed  amendment  is 
withdrawn  because  (1)  the  reference 
to  rail  express  has  been  deleted  from 
the  regulations  since  this  service  no 
longer  exists  and  (2)  such  a  change 
would  have  permitted  the  materials  to 
be  shipped  aboard  cargo-only  aircraft 
in  the  increased  quantities  without 
any  reasonable  experience  or  safety 
justification. 

Part  173 

Section  173.24.  Several  commenters 
objected  to  any  change  of  the  mini- 
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mum  thickness  referenced  for  16  and 
20  gage  steel  in  §  173.24(c)(2)  and  the 
deletion  of  references  to  the  steel  gage 
thickness  in  the  individual  drum  and 
steel  overpack  specifications  in  part 
178.  These  commenters  pointed  out 
that  the  minimum  thicknesses  which 
are  in  the  regulations  have  been  the 
authorized  minimums  for  many  years 
and  serve  as  the  basis  for  the  design 
and  performance  characteristics  of 
specification  drums  which  are  and 
have  been  used  successfully  in  the 
transportation  of  hazardous  materials. 
The  change  reflected  in  the  proposed 
amendment  increased  the  minimum 
thickness  of  the  steel  for  the  two 
gages  and  the  commenters  indicated 
there  is  no  evidence  that  the  increased 
minimums  would  improve  safety.  The 
MTB  agrees  and  has  not  adopted  the 
proposed  amendment  nor  deleted  the 
present  16  and  20  gage  thicknesses  for 
drum  and  steel  overpack  specifications 
in  part  178. 

Section  173.28.  Handled  as  proposed. 

Section  173.65.  Handled  as  proposed. 

Section  173.93.  Handled  as  proposed. 
In  addition,  paragraph  (a)(12)  which 
provides  discretionary  delegation  of 
authority  to  the  Bureau  of  Explosives 
has  been  deleted. 

Section  173.119.  Handled  as  pro¬ 
posed.  In  addition,  paragraph  (b)(10) 
has  been  amended  to  authorize  a  ma¬ 
terial  whose  weight  does  not  exceed  12 
pounds  per  gallon.  This  authorization 
is  based  on  the  favorable  shipping  ex¬ 
periences  reported  under  DOT-E6496. 

Section  173.134.  Handled  as  pro¬ 
posed  except  revised  for  clarification 
purposes.  A  commenter  stated  that 
the  regulations  should  contain  a 
defintion  for  a  strong  wooden  box  as 
the  term  is  used  In  the  proposed 
amendment  of  §  173.134(a)(1).  This 
commenter  also  proposed  a  definition 
for  this  term.  The  MTB  does  not  agree 
that  a  definition  is  necessary  since  the 
proposed  definition  is  basically  incor¬ 
porated  in  the  standard  requirements 
for  all  packages  prescribed  in  §  173.24. 

Section  173.139.  Handled  by  docket 
HM-139  (42  FR  28132,  June  2,  1977). 

Section  173.154.  Handled  as  pro¬ 

posed. 

Section  173.163.  Handled  as  pro¬ 

posed. 

Section  173.208.  Handled  by  docket 
HM-139  (41  FR  50262,  November  15, 

1976) . 

Section  173.217.  Handled  as  pro¬ 

posed. 

Section  173.223.  Handled  by  docket 
HM-139  (42  FR  58937,  November  14, 

1977) . 

Section  173.234.  Handled  as  pro¬ 

posed  except  revised  for  clarification 
purposes. 


Section  173.242.  Handled  as  pro¬ 
posed. 

Section  173.245.  Handled  by  docket 
HM-139  (43  FR  17942,  April  27,  1978). 

Section  173.245a.  Handled  as  pro¬ 
posed. 

Section  173.247.  Paragraph  (a)(2) 
has  been  handled  by  docket  HM-139 
(41  FR  55876,  December  23,  1976). 
Paragraphs  (a)(17),  (a)(18)  and  (a)(19) 
have  been  handled  as  proposed. 

Section  173.247a.  Handled  as  pro¬ 
posed. 

Section  173.266.  Handled  by  docket 
HM-139  (43  FR  17942,  April  27,  1978). 

Section  173.268.  Handled  by  docket 
HM-139  (43  FR  17942,  April  27,  1978). 

Section  173.269.  Handled  by  docket 
HM-139  (42  FR  58937,  November  14, 
1977). 

Section  173.299.  Handled  by  docket 
HM-139  (41  FR  50262,  November  i5, 
1976). 

Section  173.302.  Paragraph  (a)(4) 
has  been  revised  to  authorize  oxygen 
to  be  shipped  in  specification  39  cylin¬ 
ders  made  of  aluminum.  This  authori¬ 
zation  is  the  result  of  a  review  of  ex¬ 
tensive  test  data  submitted  by  a 
commenter  and  an  evaluation  made  of 
the  shipping  experiences  reported 
under  exemptions  which  permit 
oxygen  in  reusable  specification  alumi¬ 
num  cylinders  under  certain  condi¬ 
tions. 

Section  173.304.  Handled  as  pro¬ 
posed  except  the  addition  of  vinyl 
methyl  ether  to  the  Table  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)(2)  was  made  by  docket  HM- 
139  (42  FR  28132,  June  2,  1977). 

Section  173.314.  Handled  by  docket 
HM-139  (42  FR  28132,  June  2,  1977). 

Section  173.338.  Handled  by  docket 
HM-103/112  (41  FR  57018;  December 
30,  1976). 

Section  173.345  Handled  as  proposed 
except  the  reference  to  earthenware 
packagings  was  deleted  by  docket  HM- 
103/112  (41  FR  15972,  April  15,  1976). 

Section  173.348.  Handled  as  pro¬ 
posed. 

Section  173.353.  Handled  by  docket 
HM-103/112  (41  FR  40614,  September 
20,  1976). 

Section  173.354.  Handled  as  pro¬ 

posed. 

Section  173.359.  Handled  as  pro¬ 
posed.  In  addition,  paragraph  (b)(12) 

has  been  added  to  authorize  the  use  of 
a  specification  37D  steel  drum  for  cer¬ 
tain  materials  weighing  not  more  than 
12  pounds  per  gallon.  This  authoriza¬ 
tion  is  based  on  the  favorable  shipping 
experiences  reported  under  DOT  E- 
6496. 

Section  173.364.  Handled  as  pro¬ 

posed. 


Section  173.365.  Handled  as  pro¬ 
posed. 

Section  173.377.  Handled  by  docket 
HM-139  (42  FR  58937,  November  14, 
1977). 

Part  174 

Section  174.300  ( formerly  174.532 ). 
Handled  as  proposed. 

Part  177 

Section  177.837.  Handled  as  pro¬ 
posed. 

Part  178 

Section  178.35-2.  Handled  as  pro¬ 
posed. 

Section  178.35a-l.  Handled  as  pro¬ 
posed. 

Deletion  of  paragraph  (5)  of  various 
sections  specifying  gage  thicknesses. 
Paragraph  (b)  of  the  listed  sections 
has  not  been  deleted  as  proposed  in 
the  notice  because  of  the  reasons  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  comments  under  section 
173.24. 

Size  reduction  for  rolling  hoops  ( I - 
bars)  of  various  sections.  Handled  by 
docket  HM-121  (39  FR  44989,  Decem¬ 
ber  30,  1974). 

Sections  178.205-14,  178.205-16,  and 
178.205-18.  Handled  by  docket  HM- 
139  (42  FR  58937,  November  14,  1977). 

Section  178.237.  Handled  as  pro¬ 
posed. 

This  amendment  is  a  relaxation  of 
existing  requirements  and  is  not  ex¬ 
pected  to  impose  any  additional  costs 
or  burdens  on  the  public,  industry  or 
government,  or  to  have  any  significant 
environmental  or  economic  impact. 
For  these  reasons,  the  changes  in  this 
amendment  are  being  made  effective 
in  less  than  30  days  after  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  49 
CFR  Parts  171,  172,  173,  174,  177,  and 
178  are  amended  as  follows: 

PART  171— GENERAL  INFORMATION, 

REGULATIONS,  AND  DEFINITIONS 

1.  In  §171.7  paragraph  (d)(  19)  is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  171.7  Matter  incorporated  by  reference. 

***** 

(d)  *  *  * 

(19)  General  Services  Administra¬ 
tion,  Federal  Specification  RR-C-901b 
is  titled  “Cylinders,  Compressed  Gas: 
With  Valve  or  Plug  and  Cap;  ICC 
3AA,”  August  1,  1967. 

♦  *  *  *  * 
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PART  172— HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS  TABLE  AND  HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS  COMMUNICATIONS  REGULATIONS 

2.  In  §  172.101  the  table  is  amended  as  follows: 


§  172.101  Hazardous  materials  table. 


(1) 

•/V/A 

(2) 

Hazardous  materials 
descriptions  and 
proper  shipping  names 

O) 

(*>  " 

Label  (s) 
reoul red 
(If  not 
excepted) 

<5> 

Packaging 

(7) 

class 

(s) 

Exceptions 

(b) 

Specific 

requirements 

(s) 

Passenger  carrying 
aircraft  or  rail  car 

(b) 

Cargo  only 
aircraft 

fa) 

Catgo 

vessel 

(c) 

Ot  her 
requlremt 

(Add) 

Vanadium  oxyt rlchlorlde 
and  titanium  tetra¬ 
chloride  mixture. 

Corrosive 

material 

Corrosive 

None 

173.245,. 

173.245a, 

Forbidden 

1  quart 

1 

1 

Shade  ft 
radiant 

PART  173— SHIPPERS— GENERAL  RE¬ 
QUIREMENTS  FOR  SHIPMENTS  AND 

PACKAGINGS 

3.  In  §  173.28  the  introductory  text 
of  paragraph  (m)  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  173.28  Reuse  of  containers. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(m)  Specifications  17C,  17E,  and  17H 
steel  drums  (§§178.115,  178.116, 

178.118  of  this  subchapter)  from 
which  contents  have  been  removed, 
may  be  reused  as  prescribed  in  this 
part  as  packagings  for  shipment  of 
flammable  liquids,  flammable  solids, 
organic  peroxides,  oxidizers,  poisons 
covered  by  §  173.370,  radioactive  mate¬ 
rials,  and  corrosive  liquids  covered  by 
§§  173.249  and  173.249a,  only  if  the  fol¬ 
lowing  requirements,  in  addition  to 
the  other  requirements  of  this  section, 
are  complied  with  prior  to  each  reuse: 

*  *  *  *  * 

4.  In  §  173.65  paragraph  (a)(5)  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  173.65  High  explosives  with  no  liquid  ex¬ 
plosive  ingredient  nor  any  chlorate. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(5)  When  these  explosives  contain 
over  5  percent  moisture,  each  box 
must  have  inside  securely  closed  poly¬ 
ethylene  bags  having  a  minimum  wall 
thickness  of  0.006-inch,  or  must  incor¬ 
porate  a  specification  2L  (§  178.30  of 
this  subchapter)  lining.  Polyethylene 
is  authorized  only  for  materials  that 


will  not,  react  with,  or  cause  decompo¬ 
sition  of  the  plastic. 

***** 

5.  In  §173.93,  paragraph  (a)(1)  is 
added:  paragraphs  (a)(12)  and  (e)(4) 
are  deleted  as  follows: 

§  173.93  Propellant  explosives  (solid)  for 
cannon,  small  arms,  rockets,  guided 
missiles,  or  other  devices,  and  propel¬ 
lant  explosives  (liquid). 

(a)  *  »  * 

(1)  Specification  12H.  23G,  or  23H 
(§  178.209,  178.218,  178.219  of  this 

subchapter)  fiberboard  boxes  with 
inside  securely  closed  polyethylene 
bags  having  a  minimum  wall  thickness 
of  0.006-inch. 

***** 

(12)  (Deleted) 

(e)  *  *  * 

(4)  (Deleted) 

*  *  *  *  * 

6.  In  §173.119  paragraphs  (a)(23) 
and  (b)(10)  are  revised  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§173.119  Flammable  liquids  not  specifi¬ 
cally  provided  for. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(23)  Specification  12A  (§  178.210  of 
this  subchapter).  Fiberboard  box,  with 
inside  glass  bottles  or  specification  2E 
(§  178.24a  of  this  subchapter)  polyeth¬ 
ylene  bottles,  not  over  1  gallon  capac¬ 
ity  each.  Polyethylene  bottles  are  au¬ 


thorized  only  for  materials  that  will 
not  react  with,  or  cause  decomposition 
of  the  plastic.  Not  more  than  four 
inside  bottles  exceeding  5  pints  capac¬ 
ity  each  may  be  packed  in  a  package. 
Shipper  must  have  established  that 
the  completed  package  meets  the  test 
requirements  prescribed  by  §  178.210- 
10  of  this  subchapter. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(b)  *  *  * 

(10)  Specification  37D  (§178.137  of 
this  subchapter).  Nonreusable  steel 
drum  authorized  only  for  a  material 
not  exceeding  a  weight  of  10  pounds 
per  gallon.  For  a  material  weighing 
more  than  10  pounds  per  gallon  but 
not  exceeding  a  weight  of  12  pounds 
per  gallon,  drum  made  of  not  less  than 
21 -gage  body  and  20-gage  heads  must 
be  used. 

•  *  *  *  •*  - 

7.  In  §  173.134  the  introductory  text 
of  paragraph  (a)  and  paragraph  (a)(1) 
are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  173.134  Pyroforic  liquids,  n.o.s. 

(a)  Pyroforic  liquids,  n.o.s.,  must  be 
packed  in  specification  packagings  as 
follows: 

(1)  Cylinders  as  prescribed  for  any 
compressed  gas  except  acetylene  and 
having  a  minimum  design  pressure  of 
175  pounds  per  square  inch.  Cylinders 
with  valves  must  be: 

(i)  Equipped  with  steel  valve  protec¬ 
tion  caps  or  collars,  when  shipped 
loose. 
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(ii)  Overpacked  in  a  strong  wooden 
box;  or 

(iii)  Overpacked  in  a  specification 
33A  (§  178.150  of  this  subchapter) 
polystyrene  case.  When  overpacked, 
cylinders  must  be  secured  to  protect 
all  valves.  Unless  packed  in  a  box  or 
case,  any  safety  relief  device  must  be 
in  the  vapor  space  of  any  loaded  cylin¬ 
der.  (See  §§  174.300(d)  and  177.837(d) 
of  this  subchapter.) 

***** 

8.  In  §173.154  paragraph  (a)(19)  is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  173.154  Flammable  solids,  organic  per¬ 
oxide  solids  and  oxidizers  not  specifi¬ 
cally  provided  for. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(19)  Specification  6D  or  37M 
(§§178.102,  178.134  of  this 

subchapter).  Cylindrical  steel 
overpacks  (non-reusable  containers) 
with  inside  specification  2S,  2SL,  or  2U 
(§§178.35,  178.35a,  178.24  of  'this 

subchapter)  polyethylene  packaging. 

9.  In  §  173.163,  paragraph  (a)(9)  is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  173.163  Chlorate  of  soda,  chlorate  of 
potash,  and  other  chlorates. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(9)  Specification  56  (§§  178.251, 

178.252  of  this  subchapter).  Metal 
portable  tanks. 

10.  In  §  173.217  paragraph  (a)(5)  is 
revised;  paragraph  (a)(9)  is  added  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  173.217  Calcium  hypochlorite  mixture, 
dry;  lithium  hypochlorite  mixture,  dry; 
mono-( trichloro )  tetra-( monopotassium 
dichloro)-penta-s-triazinetrione,  dry; 
potassium  dichloro-s-triazinetrione, 
dry;  sodium  dichloro-s-triazinetrione, 
dry;  trichloro-s-triazinetrione,  dry. 

(a) *  *  * 

(5)  Specification  21C  (§  178.224  of 
this  subchapter).  Fiber  drum  must  be 
made  with  integral  inner  body  ply 
having  0.003-inch  minimum  thickness 
aluminum  facing  and  bottom  inner  ply 
having  0.001-inch  minimum  thickness 
aluminum  facing.  Cover  of  drum  must 
be  gasketed.  Authorized  net  weight 
not  over  400  pounds.  Authorized  only 
for  dry  calcium  hypochlorite  mixtures. 


***** 

(9)  Specification  12B  (§  178.205  of 
this  subchapter).  Fiberboard  box  with 
not  more  than  two  inside  minimum  30- 
gauge  thick  steel  pails  containing  not 
over  26  pounds  net  weight  each.  Each 
cover  must  be  gasketed. 

***** 

11.  In  §  173.234,  paragraph  (a)(2)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 


§  173.234  Sodium  nitrite  and  sodium  ni¬ 
trite  mixtures. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(2)  Specification  44C  (§178.237  of 
this  subchapter).  Multiwall  paper 
bags.  Each  bag  must  be  constructed  as 
follows  and,  in  addition,  each  bag  must 
have  one  inner  ply  bonded  or  coated 
with  polyethylene  or  other  suitable 
pliable  plastic  material  having  a  mini¬ 
mum  basis  weight  of  10  pounds,  or  an 
additional  polyethylene  inner  ply  (free 
film)  of  equivalent  moisture  barrier 
properties: 

(i)  At  least  5  plies  having  a  minimum 
total  basis  weight  of  310  pounds,  or  at 
least  4  plies  of  extensible  Kraft  paper 
having  a  minimum  basis  weight  of  240 
pounds.  Maximum  authorized  net 
weight  is  100  pounds;  or 

(ii)  At  least  3-plies  of  extensible 
Kraft  paper  having  a  minimum  basis 
weight  of  180  pounds.  Maximum  au¬ 
thorized  net  weight  is  50  pounds. 


uids,  as  defined  by  §  173.240,  may  not 
be  packed  in  the  same  package  with 
any  other  hazardous  material,  except 
as  specifically  provided  in  paragraphs 
(b)  and  (c)  of  this  section  and 
§§  173.25,  173.257,  173.258,  173.259, 

173.260,  173.261,  or  173.286. 

(b)  Bottles  containing  corrosive  liq¬ 
uids  cushioned  by  noncombustible, 
nonreactive  absorbent  material  and  se¬ 
curely  packed  in  tightly  closed  metal 
packaging,  except  hydrofluoric  acid 
which  must  be  overpacked  in  a  pack¬ 
aging  other  than  one  made  of  metal, 
may  be  packed  with  other  hazardous 
materials.  This  exception  does  not 
apply  to  nitric  acid  exceeding  40- 
percent  concentration,  perchloric  acid, 
hydrogen  peroxide  exceeding  52- 
percent  strenght  by  weight,  or 
nitrohydrochloric  or  nitrohydrochloric 
acid  diluted,  which  may  not  be  packed 
in  the  same  package  with  any  other 
article  under  any  circumstances. 


***** 

12.  In  §  173.242,  paragraphs  (a)  and 
(b)  are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

***** 

13.  In  §  173.245a  the  table  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  is  amended  as  follows: 

§  173.242  Bottles  containing  corrosive  liq¬ 
uids. 

(a)  Bottles  containing  corrosive  liq- 

§  173.245a  Corrosive  liquids,  not  otherwise 
specified,  shipped  in  bulk, 

(a)  *  *  * 

Corrosive  liquid 

Authorized  tank  car  Authorized  portable- 

tank  s 

Add— Vanadium  oxytrichloride  and  titanium  tetra¬ 
chloride  mixture. 

clad. 

. DOT-51. 

14.  In  §  173.247  the  heading  and 
paragraph  (a)(  17)  are  revised;  para¬ 
graphs  (a)(18)  and  (a)(19)  are  added  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  173.247  Acetyl  bromide;  acetyl  chloride; 
acetyl  iodide;  anitmony  pentachloride; 
benzyol  chloride;  boron 

trifluorideacetic  acid  complex;  chromyl 
chloride;  dichloroacetyl  chloride; 
diphenylmethyl  bromide  solutions; 
pyrosulfuryl  chloride;  silicon  chloride; 
sulfur  chloride  (mono  and  di);  sulfuryl 
chloride,  thionyl  chloride;  tin  tetra¬ 
chloride  (anhydrous);  titanium  tetra¬ 
chloride;  trimethyl  acetyl  chloride. 

(a)*  *  * 

(17)  Specification  4BA240  or 
4BW240  (§§  178.51,  178.61  of  this 

subchapter).  Cylinders  authorized  for 
titanium  tetrachloride  or  tin  tetra¬ 
chloride,  anhydrous,  without  any  com¬ 
pressed  gas.  Specification  4BW  carbon 
steel  cylinders  authorized  for  antimo¬ 
ny  pentachloride.  Safety  relief  devices 


are  authorized  only  on  cylinders  con¬ 
taining  titanium  tetrachloride. 

(18)  Specification  3E1800  (§  178.42  of 
this  subchapter).  Cylinder  authorized 
only  for  titanium  tetrachloride,  anhy¬ 
drous. 

(19)  Specification  51  (§178.245  of 
this  subchapter).  Portable  tank  au¬ 
thorized  only  for  titanium  tetrachlo¬ 
ride,  anhydrous,  without  any  com¬ 
pressed  gas. 

15.  In  §  173.247a  paragraphs  (a)(1) 
and  (a)(3)  are  revised  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  173.247a  Vanadium  tetrachloride  and  va¬ 
nadium  oxytrichloride. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(1)  Specification  3 A,  3AA,  4B240, 
4BA240,  4BW240,  or  3E1800  (§§  178.36, 
178.37,  178.50,  178.51,  178.61,  178.42  of 
this  subchapter).  Cylinders. 

***** 

(3)  Specification  MC  310,  MC  311,  or 
MC  312  (§§  178.340,  178.343  of  this 
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subchapter).  Tank  motor  vehicles.  Au¬ 
thorized  only  for  vanadium 
oxytrichloride  with  an  inert  non-solu¬ 
ble  gas  padding,  adequate  to  exclude 
the  presence  of  air.  Specification  MC 
310  and  MC  311  cargo  tanks  must  be 
in  compliance  with  §  178.343-2  (b)  or 
(c)  as  applicable,  and  §§  178.340-9(a) 
and  178.343-4(a)  of  this  subchapter. 
Not  authorized  for  transportation  by 
water. 

16.  In  §  173.302  paragraph  (a)(4)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  173.302a  Charging  of  cylinders  with  non- 
liquefied  compressed  gases. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(4)  Specification  39  (§178.65  of  this 
subchapter)  cylinder.  For  flammable 
gases,  internal  volume  may  not  exceed 
75  cubic  inches.  Aluminum  cylinders 
are  authorized  for  oxygen  only  under 
the  following  conditions: 

(i)  Cylinder  threads  must  be  straight 
threads; 

(ii)  Valves  must  be  made  of  brass; 
and 

(iii)  Each  cylinder  must  be  cleaned 
in  compliance  with  the  requirements 
of  Federal  Specification  RR-C-901b, 
dated  August  1,  1967,  paragraph  3.8.2. 
One  cylinder  selected  at  random  from 
each  lot  of  200  or  less  must  be  tested 
as  prescribed  in  RR-C-901b,  para- 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

graph  4. 4. 2.3.  and  meet  the  standard 
of  cleanliness  specified. 

*  *  *  *  * 

17.  In  §  173.304  paragraph  (a)(1)  is 
revised:  the  table  in  paragraph  (a)(2) 
is  amended  as  follows: 

§  173.304  Charging  of  cylinders  with  lique¬ 
fied  compressed  gas. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(1)  Specification  3,1  3A,  3AA,  3B, 

3BN,  3D,  3E.  4,  4A,  4B,  4BA,  4B-ET, 
4BW,  4E,  9,'  25.'  26, 1  38, 1  39,  40,'  or  41, 1 
(§§  178.36,  178.37,  178.38,  178.39, 

178.41,  178.42.  178.48,  178.49,  178.50, 
178.51,  178.55,  178.61,  178.65,  178.68  of 
this  subchapter),  except  that  no  speci¬ 
fication  4E,  9,  39,  40,  or  41  packaging 
may  be  charged  and  shipped  with  a 
mixture  containing  a  pyroforic  liquid, 
carbon  bisulfide  (disulfide),  ethyl  chlo¬ 
ride,  ethylene  oxide,  nickel  carbonyl, 
spirits  of  nitroglycerin,  or  poisonous 
material  (class  A,  B,  or  irritating  mate¬ 
rial),  unless  specifically  authorized  in 
this  part. 

***** 

(2)  *  *  * 


‘Use  of  existing  cylinders  authorized,  but 
new  construction  not  authorized. 


Containers  marked  as  shown  in  this 
Maximum  permitted  column  or  of  the  same  type  with 
Kind  of  gas  filling  density  (see  note  1)  higher  service  pressure  must  be  used 

except  as  provided  in  §  178.34(a),  (b), 
§  173.30K j)  (see  notes  following  table) 


Change  Percent 

Hydrogen  chloride .  65 .  DOT-3A1800:  DOT-3AA1800;  DOT- 

SAX  1800;  DOT-3AA1800:  DOT-3; 
DOT-3T1800;  DOT-3E1800. 

Liquefied  nonflammable  gases,  liquid  Not  liquid  full  at  130’  F..  Specification  packaging  authorized  in 
other  than  those  classified  as  flamma-  paragraph  (a)(1)  of  this  section  and 

ble.  corrosive,  or  poisonous,  and  mix-  DOT-3HT;  DOT-4D;  DOT-4DA; 

tures  or  solutions  thereof,  charged  with  DOT-4DS. 

nitrogen,  carbon  dioxide,  or  air  (see 
notes  7  and  8). 

Sulfur  hexaflouride .  120 .  DOT-3A1000:  DOT-3AA1000;  DOT-3; 

DOT-03E1800. 


18.  In  §  173.345  paragraph  (a)(2)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  173.345  Limited  quantities  of  Poison  B 
liquids. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(2)  In  glass  packagings  not  over  1 
pint  capacity  each,  or  in  metal  or  poly¬ 
ethylene  packagings  (other  than  bags) 
not  over  1  quart  capacity  each,  packed 
in  a  strong  outside  fiberboard  box  or 
molded  expanded  polystyrene  case. 

***** 


19.  In  §  173.348  paragraph  (a)(4)  is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  173.348  Arsenic  acid. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(4)  Specification  21P  (§  178.225  of 
this  subchapter).  Fiber  drum  overpack 
with  inside  specification  2S,  2SL,  or  2U 
(§§  178.35,  178.35a,  178.24  of  this 

subchapter)  polyethylene  packaging 
of  not  over  30-gallon  capacity. 

20.  In  §  173.354  paragraph  (c)  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 


x 


§  173.354  Motor  fuel  antiknock  compound 
or  tetraethyl  lead. 

***** 

(c)  Steel  tank  conforming  or  equiva¬ 
lent  to  ASME  specifications  which 
contain  solid  or  semisolid  residual 
motor  fuel  antiknock  compound  (in¬ 
cluding  rust,  scale,  or  other  contami¬ 
nants)  may  be  shipped  by  rail  freight 
or  highway.  The  tank  must  have  been 
designed  and  constructed  to  be  capa¬ 
ble  of  withstanding  full  vacuum.  All 
openings  must  be  closed  with  gasketed 
blank  flanges  or  vapor  tight  threaded 
closures.  Each  tank  must  be  secured 
and  braced  to  prevent  movement 
under  conditions  normally  incident  to 
transportation. 

21.  In  §173.359  paragraphs  (a)(17) 
and  (b)(  12)  are  added  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  173.359  Hexaethyl  tetraphosphate  mix¬ 
tures;  methyl  parathion  mixtures;  or¬ 
ganic  phosphorus  compound  mixtures; 
organic  phosphate  compound  mixtures; 
parathion  mixtures;  tetraethyl  dithio 
pyrophosphate  mixtures;  and  tetraethyl 
pyrophosphate  mixtures,  liquid  (in¬ 
cludes  solutions,  emulsions,  or  emulsi- 
fiable  liquids). 

(a)  *  *  * 

(17)  Specification  37D  (§178.137  of 
this  subchapter).  Nonreusable  steel 
drum  which  must  be  made  of  not  less 
than  21 -gauge  body  and  20-gauge 
heads.  Authorized  only  for  methyl 
parathion  mixtures,  parathion  mix¬ 
tures,  and  organic  phosphate  com¬ 
pound  mixtures,  not  exceeding  a 
weight  of  12  pounds  per  gallon. 

(b)  •  *  * 

(12)  Specification  37D  (§  178.137  of 
this  subchapter).  Nonreusable  steel 
drum  which  must  be  made  of  not  less 
than  21 -gauge  body  and  20-gauge 
heads.  Authorized  only  for  methyl 
parathion  mixtures,  parathion 
mixturs,  and  organic  phosphate  com¬ 
pound  mixtures,  not  exceeding  a 
weight  of  12  pounds  per  gallon. 

***** 

22.  In  §  173.364  paragraph  (a)(1)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  173.364  Limited  quantities  of  Poison  B 
solids. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(1)  In  inside  glass,  earthenware,  or 
composition  bottles  or  jars,  or  metal 
packaging,  or  lock-corner  sliding-lid 
wooden  boxes,  not  over  5  pounds  ca¬ 
pacity  each:  or  inside  chipboard,  paste¬ 
board,  or  fiber  cartons,  cans,  boxes,  or 
tightly  closed  strong  plastic  bags  or 
bottles  compatible  with  product,  not 
over  1  pound  capacity  each,  packed  in 
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an  outside  wooden  or  fiberboard  box, 
or  wooden  barrel  or  keg,  or  molded  ex¬ 
panded  polystyrene  case.  Net  weight 
of  contents  of  each  outside  container 
may  not  exceed  100  pounds. 

***** 

23.  In  §  173.365  paragraph  (a)(2)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  173.365  Poison  B  solids  not  specifically 
provided  for. 

(a)  *  *  ♦ 

(2)  Specification  17E,  17H,  37A,  or 
37B  (§§178.116,  178.118,  178.131, 

178.132  of  this  subchapter).  Metal 
drums  (single-trip).  Gross  weight  may 
not  exceed  460  pounds.  Regardless  of 
the  gross  weight  marking  embossed  on 
the  drum,  a  drum  constructed  of  22- 
gauge  steel  is  authorized  for  material 
fused  solid  in  the  drum  with  a  gross 
weight  not  to  exceed  880  pounds  and 
for  waste  material  containing  arsenic 
trioxide  with  a  gross  weight  not  to 
exceed  550  pounds. 

***** 


PART  174— CARRIAGE  BY  RAIL 

24.  In  §  174.300  paragraph  (d)  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  174.300  Special  handling  requirements. 

***** 

(d)  Cylinders  containing  pyrophoric 
liquids,  unless  packed  in  a  strong  box 
or  case  and  secured  therein  to  protect 
valves,  must  be  loaded  with  all  valves 
and  safety  relief  devices  in  the  vapor 
space.  All  cylinders  must  be  secured  so 
that  no  shifting  may  occur  in  transit. 


*  *  *  *  * 


PART  177— CARRIAGE  BY  PUBLIC 
HIGHWAY 

25.  In  §  177.837  paragraph  (d)  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  177.837  Flammable  liquids. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(d)  Pyroforic  liquids  in  cylinders. 
Cylinders  containing  pyroforic  liquids, 
unless  packed  in  a  strong  box  or  case 
and  secured  therein  to  protect  valves, 
must  be  loaded  with  all  valves  and 
safety  relief  devices  in  the  vapor 
space.  All  cylinders  must  be  secured  so 
that  no  shifting  may  occur  in  transit. 

***** 


PART  178— SHIPPING  CONTAINER 
SPECIFICATIONS 

26.  In  §  178.35  the  heading  and 
§  178.35-2  are  revised:  note  1  is  deleted 
as  follows: 

§  178.35  Specification  2S:  polyethylene 
packaging. 

***** 

§  178.35-2  Material  requirements. 

Packaging  must  be  made  of  type  I 
polyethylene  as  described  in  appendix 
B  to  this  part  except  the  melt  index 
may  be  2.6  maximum.  Other  materials 
may  be  added  to  the  polyethlene  resin 
provided  they  do  not  affect  adversely 
the  properties  specified  for  the  type  in 
appendix  B.  When  required  by  part 
173  of  this  subchapter,  packaging 
must  be  made  of  type  II  or  III  poly¬ 
ethylene  as  specified. 

Note  1:  (Deleted]. 

***** 

27.  In  §  178.35a  the  heading  and 
§  178.35a-l  are  revised;  note  1  is  de¬ 
leted  as  follows: 

§  178.35a.  Specification  2SL;  molded  or 
thermoformed  polyethylene  packaging. 

***** 

§  178.35a-l  Material  requirements. 

Packaging  must  be  made  of  type  I 
polyethylene  as  described  in  appendix 
B  to  this  part  except  the  melt  index 
may  be  2.6  maximum.  Other  materials 
may  be  added  to  the  polyethylene 
resin  provided  they  do  not  affect  ad¬ 
versely  the  properties  specified  for  the 
type  in  appendix  B.  When  required  by 
part  173  of  this  subchapter,  packaging 
must  be  made  of  type  II  or  III  poly¬ 
ethylene  as  specified. 

Note  1:  [Deleted]. 

***** 

28.  In  §  178.237,  paragraph  (a)  in 
§  178.237-3  is  revised  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  178.237  Specification  44C;  multiwall 
paper  bags. 

***** 

§  178.237-3  Construction. 

(a)  Bags  must  be  at  least  4 
thicknessess  of  paper  unless  otherwise 
specified  in  part  173  of  this 
subchapter:  this  must  be  heavy  duty 
shipping  sack  Kraft  paper  conforming 
to  the  requirements  of  §  178.237-2 
paragraphs  (a)  and  (b),  or  equivalent, 
with  a  minimum  total  basis  weight  of 
250  pounds  of  paper  (500  sheets,  24 
inches  x  36  inches).  Outer  sheet  must 


be  of  water  resistant  stock  at  least  60 
pounds  basis  weight,  inner  sheets  not 
less  than  40  pounds  basis  weight.  Bags 
to  be  of  sewn,  siftproof  bottom  con¬ 
struction.  Other  bottoms  of  equal  effi¬ 
ciency  authorized. 

***** 

(49  U.S.C.  1803,  1804,  1808;  49  CFR  1.53(e).) 

Note.— The  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
the  preparation  of  an  economic  impact 
statement  under  Executive  Order  11821.  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and 
OMB  Circular  A- 107  nor  an  environmental 
impact  statement  under  the  National  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Policy  Act  (49  U.S.C.  4321  et 
seq.). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  July 
14,  1978. 

L.  D.  Santman, 
Acting  Director, 
Materials  Transportation 
Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20191  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-59] 

CHAPTER  V— NATIONAL  HIGHWAY 
TRAFFIC  SAFETY  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Docket  No.  77-07;  Notice  2] 

PART  553— RULEMAKING 
PROCEDURES 

Length  of  Written  Comments  and 
Petitions  for  Reconsideration 

AGENCY:  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration,  Department  of 
Transportation. 

ACTION:  Response  to  petition  for  re¬ 
consideration. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  denies  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  reconsideration  of  a  regula¬ 
tion  issued  by  the  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration 
(NHTSA)  requiring  persons  who 
submit  written  comments  on  advance 
notices  of  proposed  rulemaking  or  on 
notices  of  proposed  rulemaking  and 
persons  who  submit  petitions  for  re¬ 
consideration  to  limit  the  length  of 
such  written  submissions,  exclusive  of 
attachments,  to  15  pages.  The  peti¬ 
tioner  contended  that  the  regulation 
violates  certain  constitutional  protec¬ 
tions  and  is  contrary  to  statute  and 
agency  procedure. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Stephen  P.  Wood,  Office  of  Chief 
Counsel,  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration,  400  Seventh 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.  C.  20590, 
202-426-2992. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  November  14,  1977,  the  NHTSA 
issued  a  final  rule  amending  Part  553 
of  49  CFR  to  require  persons  who 
submit  written  comments  on 
rulemaking  proposals  and  persons  who 
submit  petitions  for  reconsideration  to 
limit  the  length  of  these  written  sub¬ 
missions,  exclusive  of  attachments,  to 
15  pages  (42  FR  58949;  November  14, 
1977).  The  length  limit  applies  unless 
otherwise  specified  by  the  agency. 
Thus,  the  agency  may  provide  in  a 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  for  a 
different  length  limit  or  may  waive 
the  length  limit  altogether.  As  a  regu¬ 
lation  falling  within  the  exception  for 
rules  relating  to  agency  organization, 
practice,  or  procedure,  it  was  issued 
without  notice  and  opportunity  for 
comment  since  those  steps  are  not  nec¬ 
essary  with  respect  to  such  a  regula¬ 
tion. 

General  Motors  Corp.  submitted  a 
petition  for  reconsideration  of  the  reg¬ 
ulation  claiming  that  the  rule  should 
have  been  preceded  by  notice  and  op¬ 
portunity  to  comment  since  the  pre¬ 
amble  of  the  final  rule  did  not  include 
a  brief  statement  explaining  that 
notice  and  comment  was  either  im¬ 
practicable,  unnecessasry,  or  contrary 
to  the  public  interest.  The  petitioner 
argues  that  the  lack  of  such  an  expla¬ 
nation  violated  section  553(b)(B)  of 
the  Administrative  Procedures  Act 
and  NHTSA  procedures  in  section 
553.13  of  Title  49,  CFR.  General 
Motors  further  contends  that  the 
length  limitation  is  arbitrary  and  ca¬ 
pricious  and  violates  constitutional 
rights  to  free  speech  and  to  petition 
for  redress  of  grievances. 

The  petitioner’s  argument  that  sec¬ 
tion  553<b)(B)  was  violated  overlooks 
the  threshold  consideration  of  wheth¬ 
er  the  final  rule  was  required  to  satis¬ 
fy  paragraph  (B)  since  there  was  no 
notice  and  comment  before  the  final 
rule.  Section  553(b)  provides  that  its 
requirement  for  publication  of  a  pro¬ 
posal  is  inapplicable— 

(A)  To  interpretative  rules,  general 
statements  of  policy,  or  rules  of 
agency  organization,  procedure,  or 
practice;  or 

(B)  When  the  agency  for  good  cause 
finds  (and  incorporates  the  finding 
and  a  brief  statement  of  reasons  there¬ 
fore  in  the  rules)  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  thereon  are  impracti¬ 
cable,  unnecessary,  or  contrary  to  the 
public  interest.  (Emphasis  added.) 

As  a  rule  relating  to  “agency  organiza¬ 
tion,  practice  or  procedure,”  the 
length  limit  regulation  was  excepted 
from  the  notice  and  comment  require¬ 
ment  of  section  553(b)  by  section 
553(b)(A).  Since  paragraphs  (A)  and 
(B)  in  section  553(b)  are  stated  dis¬ 
junctively,  there  was  no  requirement 


that  the  final  rules  satisfy  both  para¬ 
graphs  and  explain  the  absence  of 
notice  and  comment. 

The  petitioner  is  correct  that  49 
CFR  Part  553,  describing  typical 
agency  practice  and  procedure,  states 
that  an  explanation  is  provided  when 
a  final  rule  is  issued  without  being  pre¬ 
ceded  by  notice  and  opportunity  for 
comment.  In  this  instance,  the  agency 
inadvertently  omitted  a  statement 
noting  the  readily  apparent  fact  that 
the  rule  fell  within  the  exception  for 
rules  relating  to  agency  organization, 
practice  or  procedure.  This  notice  cor¬ 
rects  that  oversight  by  the  agency. 

Petitioner’s  suggestion  that  the  15- 
page  limitation  is  without  supporting 
rationale  and  is  arbitrary  and  capri¬ 
cious  lacks  merit.  Petitioner  overlooks 
the  extensive  discussion  in  the  pream¬ 
ble  to  the  final  rule  establishing  the 
limit.  The  agency  noted  there  that: 

It  has  been  the  experience  of  NHTSA  that 
submissions  significantly  longer  than  15 
pages  generally  contain  repetitious  and  even 
extraneous  sections,  as  well  as  sections  more 
appropriately  drafted  in  an  appendix  than 
in  the  body  of  the  argument.  Such  drafting 
detracts  from  the  logic  and  clarity  of  a  sub¬ 
mission  with  the  result  that  NHTSA  has  en¬ 
countered  difficulties  in  ascertaining  the 
precise  import  of  a  comment  or  statement 
as  well  as  difficulties  in  separating  argu¬ 
ments  from  alleged  facts.  Administrative 
time  is  lost  and  the  risk  is  created  that  valu¬ 
able  insight  which  could  be  provided  by  a 
submission  escapes  notice.  It  is  expected 
that  a  clearer  statement  of  primary  argu¬ 
ments  will  aid  the  public  in  reviewing  the 
docket.  Additionally,  it  is  reasonable  to 
assume  that  the  15-page  limit,  by  encourag¬ 
ing  conimenters  and  petitioner  to  detail 
their  primary  arguments  in  a  succinct  and 
concise  fashion,  will  aid  persons  making  sub¬ 
missions  to  NHTSA  in  identifying  and  ex¬ 
pressing  the  more  significant  aspects  of 
their  communications. 

There  is  no  basis  for  petitioner’s 
claim  that  the  15-page  limit  interferes 
with  the  agency’s  consideration  of  all 
expressed  views.  The  NHTSA  deals 
with  regulatory  problems  that  are  fre¬ 
quently  highly  complex  and  technical 
and  that  cover  a  wide  body  of  knowl¬ 
edge.  The  length  limit  represents  a  re¬ 
sponsible  and  sensible  way  of  aiding 
the  agency,  and  public,  in  considering 
and  understanding  the  voluminous 
submissions  and  other  materials  gen¬ 
erated  by  these  rulemaking  actions. 
The  agency  and  public  are  enabled  by 
the  limit  to  appreciate  more  readily 
and  correctly  the  essence  of  the 
lengthier  comments  on  these  actions. 
It  is  anticipated  that  a  submitter  of 
such  a  lengthy  comment  will  typically 
either  (1)  summarize  all  of  its  argu¬ 
ments  and  supporting  data  in  a  docu¬ 
ment  of  not  more  than  15  pages  and 
discuss  these  matters  more  fully  in  at¬ 
tachments,  or  (2)  place  its  primary  ar¬ 
guments  in  a  document  of  not  more 
than  15  pages  and  place  its  secondary 
and  other  lesser  arguments,  and  sup¬ 


porting  data  for  all  arguments,  in  at¬ 
tachments.  All  comments,  regardless 
of  the  number  and  length  of  attach¬ 
ments,  will  be  fully  considered  in  their 
entirety  by  the  agency. 

Petitioner’s  suggestion  that  the  15- 
page  limit  violates  constitutional  pro¬ 
tections  of  right  to  free  speech  and  to 
petition  for  redress  of  grievances  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  petitioner  misconceives 
the  limit  and  its  practical  effect.  Nei¬ 
ther  the  content  nor  the  volume  of 
speech  is  regulated  by  the  limit.  The 
impact  of  the  regulation  is  only  upon 
the  format  or  organization  of  speech. 
As  indicated  in  the  immediately  pre¬ 
ceding  paragraph,  submitters  of 
lengthy  comments  or  petitions  for  re¬ 
consideration  can  comply  by  simply, 
for  example,  summarizing  their  com¬ 
ments  or  petitions  in  15  pages  or  less. 
The  work  involved  in  preparing  such  a 
summary  is  minimal.  Typically,  a 
commenter  would  have  to  do  little 
more  than  select  key  sentences  and 
paragraphs  from  its  lengthy  submis¬ 
sion  in  order  to  develop  a  summary. 
Almost  without  exception,  it  is  the 
larger  motor  vehicle  manufacturers 
and  trade  associations  which  submit 
comments  or  petitions  exceeding  15 
pages  in  length.  Thus,  the  limit  affects 
those  most  capable  of  undertaking  the 
slight  additional  effort  required  by  it. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  reasons,  the 
NHTSA  denies  the  petition  for  recon¬ 
sideration  submitted  by  General 
Motors. 

(Secs.  103,  119,  Pub.  L.  89-563,  80  Stat.  718. 
15  U.S.C.  1392,  1407;  secs.  102,  201,  408,  501. 
Pub.  L.  92-513,  86  Stat.  947,  15  U.S.C.  1912, 
1941,  1988,  2001;  delegation  of  authority  49 
CFR  1.50.) 

Issued  on  July  12,  1978. 

Joan  Claybrook, 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  78-19680  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  ami 


[3510-22] 

Title  50 — Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

CHAPTER  II— NATIONAL  MARINE 
FISHERIES  SERVICE,  NATIONAL 
OCEANIC  AND  ATMOSPHERIC  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
COMMERCE 

PART  216— REGULATIONS  GOVERN¬ 
ING  THE  TAKING  AND  IMPORTING 
OF  MARINE  MAMMALS 

Taking  of  Marine  Mammals  Incidental 
to  Commercial  Fishing  Operations 

AGENCY:  National  Marine  Fisheries 

Service,  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 
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SUMMARY:  The  Assistant  Adminis¬ 
trator  for  Fisheries,  National  Oceanic 
and  Atmospheric  Administration 
(NOAA),  in  consultation  with  the  De¬ 
partment  of  State,  finds  that  Venezu¬ 
ela  is  in  substantial  conformance  with 
United  States  regulations  governing 
the  taking  of  marine  mammals  inci¬ 
dental  to  yellowfin  tuna  purse  seine 
fishing  operations.  In  finding  that 
Venezuela  is  not  fishing  in  a  manner 
proscribed  for  persons  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  the 
Assistant  Administrator  for  Fisheries 
exempts  yellowfin  tuna  caught  by 
Venezuelan  flag  vessels  from  the  im¬ 
portation  prohibition. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  17,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

William  P.  Jensen,  Marine  Mammal 
Program  Manager,  Marine  Mammal 
and  Endangered  Species  Division, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
Washington,  D.C.  20235,  telephone 
202-634-7461. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 
(NMFS)  published  regulations  on  De¬ 
cember  23,  1977,  42  FR  64551-64560 
governing  the  taking  of  marine 
mammals  incidental  to  commercial 
fishing  operations,  (50  CFR  216.24). 
These  regulations  include  provisions 
concerning  the  importation  of 
yellowfin  tuna  and  tuna  products  from 
Nations  whose  flag  vessels  are  known 
to  be  involved  in  the  tuna  purse  seine 
fishery  in  the  Eastern  Tropical  Pacific 
Ocean  (ETP).  Importation  of  certain 
yellowfin  tuna  and  tuna  products 
originating  from  these  countries  is 
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contingent  upon  certain  findings  by 
the  Assistant  Administrator  for  Fish¬ 
eries  in  accordance  with  §  216.24(e)(5). 
Such  imports  from  Venezuela  have 
been  prohibited  since  January  1,  1978. 

Yellowfin  tuna  and  products  caught 
by  Venezuelan  flag  vessels  are  hereby 
exempted  from  the  importation  prohi¬ 
bition,  effective  immediately.  This 
finding  by  the  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Fisheries,  made  in  accordance  with 
§  216.24(e)(5)(i),  exempts  fish  of  Ven¬ 
ezuelan  origin  from  the  import  provi¬ 
sions  concerning  yellowfin  tuna  and 
tuna  products  listed  in 
§  216.24(e)(2)(ii).  However,  the  require¬ 
ments  listed  in  §  216.24(e)(4)  which 
call  for  specific  documentation  will 
continue  to  apply.  The  Assistant  Ad¬ 
ministrator  considered  all  available  in¬ 
formation  in  making  this  finding,  in¬ 
cluding  discussions  with  Venezuelan 
officials.  Information  submitted  by 
the  Government  of  Venezuela  is  avail¬ 
able  for  review  at  the  information  con¬ 
tact  address  set  out  above,  and  is  sum¬ 
marized  in  the  following: 

.  Venezuela 

(a)  Fleet.  Three  Venezuelan  tuna 
purse  seine  vessels  will  operate  in  the 
Eastern  Tropical  Pacific  Ocean  in 
1978.  The  vessels  are  equipped  with 
1  Vi"  mesh  porpoise  safety  panels  in 
their  nets.  Venezuelan  firms  may 
export  up  to  3,000  tons  of  yellowfin 
tuna  annually  to  the  United  States. 

The  Venezuelan  vessel  operators 
have  been  informed  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Venezuela  that  they  must 
conduct  their  fishing  operations  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  United  States  Law,  and 
follow  the  porpoise  release  procedures 
required  for  U.S.  vessel  operators.  The 
Government  of  Venezuela  has  no  im- 
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mediate  plans  for  observers  aboard  the 
vessels. 

(b)  Porpoise  Mortality.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Venezuela  estimated  the  total 
porpoise  mortiality  by  its  three  purse 
seiners  during  a  one  year  period  from 
May  1978  to  May  1979  to  be  150  ani¬ 
mals.  This  estimate  is  based  on  vessel 
logbooks  and  interviews  with  skippers. 

(c)  Miscellaneous.  The  Government 
of  Venezuela  has  secured  concurrence 
from  the  vessel  owners  that  Venezu¬ 
elan  flag  vessels  will  be  made  available 
for  inspection  by  U.S.  technicians  in 
Panama  and  any  deficiencies  in  re¬ 
quired  gear  and  equipment  will  be  cor¬ 
rected. 

The  Government  of  Venezuela  indi¬ 
cates  that  these  requirements  are 
being  placed  on  Venezuelan  vessels  in 
conformance  with  the  Government’s 
policy  directed  at  protecting  the  envi¬ 
ronment,  flora  and  fauna,  which  in¬ 
cluded  the  recent  establishment  of  a 
Ministry  of  the  Environment  and  Re¬ 
newable  Natural  Resources. 

This  finding  will  be  subject  to  an 
annual  review.  NMFS  will  require  an 
update  of  the  items  listed  in 
§  216.24(e)(5)(ii)  to  ensure  that  the 
conditions  which  supported  the  origi¬ 
nal  finding  continue  to  exist. 

NMFS  will  continue  monitoring  the 
status  of  the  enternational  tuna  purse 
seine  fleet  operating  in  the  ETP. 
Changes  to  the  list  of  nations  affected 
by  the  importation  prohibitions  of 
yellowfin  tuna  and  tuna  products 
under  §  216.24(e)(5)  will  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

Dated:  July  17,  1978. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 
Associate  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20119  Filed  7-19-78:  8:45  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices  is  to 
give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


[3410-02] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[7  CFR  Part  1001] 

[Docket  No.  AO-14-A57] 

MILK  IN  THE  NEW  ENGLAND  MARKETING 
AREA 

Recommended  Decision  and  Opportunity  to  File 
Written  Exceptions  on  Proposed  Amend¬ 
ments  to  Tentative  Marketing  Agreement 
and  to  order 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  decision  recom¬ 
mends  changes  in  the  present  order 
provisions  based  on  industry  proposals 
considered  at  a  public  hearing  held 
February  14-16,  1978.  The  major  pro¬ 
posed  changes  would  adjust  location 
value  of  milk  to  the  milk  prices 
throughout  the  production  area  to 
more  closely  relate  the  costs  incurred 
in  transporting  milk  from  farms  and 
country  plants  to  bottling  plants  in 
the  major  consuming  centers  of  the 
market.  The  changes  are  necessary  to 
reflect  current  marketing  conditions 
and  to  insure  orderly  marketing  in  the 
area. 

DATE:  Comments  are  due  on  or 
before  August  9,  1978. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  (four  copies) 
should  be  filed  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Clayton  H.  Plumb,  Marketing  Spe¬ 
cialist,  Dairy  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250,  202-447-6273. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Prior  documents  in  this  proceeding: 
Notice  of  Hearing,  issued  January  18, 
1978,  published  January  23,  1978  (43 
FR  3127). 

Preliminary  Statement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  filing 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk  of  this  recom¬ 
mended  decision  with  respect  to  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  the  tentative 
marketing  agreement  and  order  regu¬ 
lating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the  New 


England  marketing  area,  and  the  op¬ 
portunity  to  file  written  exceptions 
thereto.  This  notice  is  issued  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the 
applicable  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900). 

Interested  parties  may  file  written 
exceptions  to  this  decision  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  United  States  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250,  by  August  9,  1978.  The  excep¬ 
tions  should  be  filed  in  quadruplicate. 
All  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  office  of 
the  Hearing  Clerk  during  regular  busi¬ 
ness  hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

The  hearing  on  the  record  of  which 
the  proposed  amendments,  as  herein¬ 
after  set  forth,  to  the  tentative  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  to  the  order  as 
amended,  were  formulated,  was  con¬ 
ducted  at  Boxborough,  Massachusetts, 
on  February  14-16,  1978,  pursuant  to 
notice  thereof. 

The  material  issues  on  the  record  of 
the  hearing  relate  to: 

1.  Location  adjustments  to  handlers 
and  producers. 

2.  Establishing  several  price  zones 
within  the  “nearby  plant”  zone. 

3.  Class  I  price  differential. 

4.  Conforming  changes. 

Findings  and  Conclusions 

The  following  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions  on  the  material  issues  are  based 
on  evidence  presented  at  the  hearing 
and  the  record  thereof: 

1.  Location  adjustments  to  handlers 
and  producers.  The  current  plant  loca¬ 
tion  adjustment  rate  of  1  cent  for  each 
10-mile  pricing  zone  more  distant  than 
the  201-210  mile  zone  should  be  in¬ 
creased  to  1.5  cents  per 
hundredweight.  The  1.2-cent  location 
adjustment  presently  applicable  to 
each  of  the  first  20  price  zones  (start¬ 
ing  at  Boston)  should  be  increased  to 
1.8  cents  per  zone.  The  additional  16 
cents  per  hundredweight  that  is  added 
in  adjusting  prices  at  the  14th  zone 
should  be  changed  to  14  cents.  These 
modifications  would  result  in  a  class  I 
and  blended  price  adjustment  at 
Boston  of  50  cents  per  hundredweight 
compared  to  the  present  40  cents. 
Under  the  order,  prices  are  announced 
for  the  21st  zone. 


A  producer  association  proposed 
changing  the  location  adjustment 
rates  to  1.8  cents  per  zone  for  the  first 
20  zones  and  1.5  cents  per  zone  beyond 
zone  21.  The  association  proposed 
leaving  the  fixed  price  adjustment  of 
16  cents  at  the  14th  zone  unchanged. 
This  proposal  would  establish  a  class  I 
and  blended  price  adjustment  at 
Boston  of  52  cents.  In  addition  to  the 
proponent  cooperative,  this  proposal 
was  supported  by  a  proprietary  han¬ 
dler  and  two  York-based  cooperatives 
with  members  shipping  to  New  Eng¬ 
land  handlers. 

The  proponent  cooperative  associ¬ 
ation  indicated  that  these  order  modi¬ 
fications  are  necessary  to  reflect  the 
current  cost  of  hauling  bulk  milk  from 
distant  plants  to  the  Boston  or  Provi¬ 
dence  areas.  The  cooperative’s  witness 
claimed  that  since  the  adoption  of  the 
present  rate  structure  in  1967,  trans¬ 
portation  costs  have  increased  signifi¬ 
cantly.  Because  of  this,  the  witness 
contended,  the  order  pricing  does  not 
now  properly  reflect  transportation 
costs  incurred  in  hauling  milk  from 
distant  plants  to  distributing  plants. 

The  witness  also  contended  that  if 
location  adjustments  reflect  less  than 
the  entire  hauling  cost  from  the  farm 
to  the  city,  equity  problems  develop. 
He  pointed  out  that  a  substantial  por¬ 
tion  of  the  city-priced  milk  is  assem¬ 
bled  at  non-pricing  point  reload  sta¬ 
tions  that  compete  with  country  man¬ 
ufacturing  plants  for  supplies.  The 
witness  claimed  that  shipping  to  the 
city  through  a  reload  station  have  a 
lower  pay  price,  after  deductions  for 
hauling,  than  their  neighbors  supply¬ 
ing  a  local  pool  plant.  Under  these  cir¬ 
cumstances,  he  noted,  producers  are 
reluctant  to  deliver  milk  to  city  dis¬ 
tributing  plants.  It  was  claimed  that 
when  milk  is  obtained  from  distant 
producers  for  city  bottling  needs,  one 
of  two  inequities  occur.  If  the  buying 
handler  subsidizes  the  hauling,  he  is 
disadvantaged  cost-wise  relative  to  his 
competitors  receiving  direct-delivered 
milk  FOB  their  plant.  If  the  coopera¬ 
tive  subsidizes  the  hauling,  its  mem¬ 
bers  are  disadvantaged  on  their  re¬ 
turns  relative  to  producers  whose  milk 
is  priced  at  country  manufacturing 
plants.  To  remove  these  marketing  in¬ 
equities,  proponent  contended,  loca¬ 
tion  adjustments  must  adequately  re¬ 
flect  hauling  costs. 

The  cooperative’s  witness  presented 
data  regarding  48  long-distance  haul¬ 
ing  rates  that  were  applicable  to  move- 
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ments  of  milk  between  reload  stations 
or  supply  plants  and  city  plants.  The 
hauling  rates  were  those  being 
charged  by  six  haulers  for  transport¬ 
ing  milk  from  5  reload  stations  and  2 
supply  plants  to  several  different  deal¬ 
ers  throughout  the  entire  marketing 
area.  The  rates  were  applicable  to 
hauls  varying  in  distance  from  61  to 
278  miles.  The  cooperative  performed 
a  regression  analysis  on  48  different 
hauls.  The  result  indicated  a  variable 
hauling  cost  of  .199  cents  per  mile  and 
a  fixed  cost  of  9.38  cents  per 
hundredweight.  Although  the  propo¬ 
nent  concluded  that  the  regression 
analysis  justified  a  location  adjust¬ 
ment  rate  of  2.0  cents  per  10-mile 
zone,  he  advocated  the  1.8-cent  per 
zone  location  adjustment  to  provide 
alignment  with  the  rate  used  in  the 
neighboring  New  York-New  Jersey 
order.  The  cooperative’s  witness  justi¬ 
fied  using  a  rate  of  1.5  cents  per  10- 
mile  zone  beyond  zone  21  on  the  basis 
that  marketing  efficiency  increases 
when  the  outlying  parts  of  the 
milkshed  supply  the  fluid  market  only 
in  times  of  need.  He  endorsed  the  1.5- 
cent  per  zone  adjustment  as  a  means 
of  encouraging  reserve  milk  supplies 
to  stay  in  the  country  for  manufactur¬ 
ing. 

The  witness  also  stated  that  his 
cooperative’s  cost  of  operating  facili¬ 
ties  to  reload  milk  range  from  6.5  to  14 
cents  per  hundredweight,  averaging 
approximately  8  cents  per  one  hun¬ 
dred  pounds. 

A  proprietary  handler  indicated  that 
its  hauling  and  reloading  costs  were 
generally  of  the  same  magnitude  as 
those  reported  by  this  cooperative. 

Four  producer  associations  jointly 
proposed  changing  the  location  adjust¬ 
ment  rates  to  those  advocated  by  the 
other  cooperative  just  mentioned, 
except  that  they  proposed  that  the  16 
cents  per  hundredweight  now  added  at 
the  14th  zone  be  decreased  to  8  cents. 
By  changing  order  1  in  this  manner,  a 
plus  location  adjustment  of  44  cents 
would  be  established  for  Boston. 

A  spokesman  for  these  cooperative 
associations  stated  that  the  current 
transportation  allowance  under  the 
order  is  insufficient  to  cover  the  cost 
of  hauling  milk  200  miles.  However, 
they  are  opposed  to  a  large  increase  in 
the  transportation  allowance  because 
they  believe  this  would  result  in  a  cor¬ 
responding  increase  in  trucking  rates. 
The  witness  hypothesized  that  if  the 
location  adjustment  for  Boston  were 
increased  to  52  cents  per 
hundredweight,  numerous  haulers,  as 
well  as  handlers  who  haul  their  own 
milk  supply,  would  recieve  undue 
windfall  gains. 

The  witness  contended  that  a  degree 
of  subsidization  of  hauling  costs  pro¬ 
vides  an  incentive  to  market  milk  in  an 
efficient  manner.  He  believes  that  if 
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the  full  hauling  cost  is  reflected  under 
the  order  there  is  less  incentive  for 
traffic  managers  to  develop  efficient 
marketing  patterns. 

Another  proponent  witness  testified 
that  it  costs  his  cooperative  associ¬ 
ation  44  cents  per  hundredweight  to 
move  milk  from  zone  21  to  the  Provi¬ 
dence,  R.I.,  area.  This  charge  covers 
the  fixed  and  variable  hauling  costs. 
The  cooperative’s  cost  of  operating  a 
reload  station  is  an  additional  5  cents 
per  hundredweight. 

One  producer  association  proposed 
changing  the  location  adjustment 
rates  to  1.5  cents  per  10-mile  zone  for 
the  first  20  zones  and  1.2  cents  per  10- 
mile  zone  beyond  zone  21.  The  cooper¬ 
ative  was  in  favor  of  leaving  the  pres¬ 
ent  additional  16-cent  price  adjust¬ 
ment  at  the  14th  zone  unchanged. 
This  location  adjustment  rate  sched¬ 
ule  would  establish  a  class  I  and  blend¬ 
ed  price  adjustment  at  Boston  of  plus 
46  cents. 

The  proponent  cooperative  present¬ 
ed  data  regarding  its  major  hauler’s 
rate  schedule  for  1978.  This  independ¬ 
ent  hauler  is  transporting  milk  to 
plants  in  the  marketing  area  for  55 
cents  per  round  trip  mile,  figured  on 
loads  of  50,000  pounds.  At  this  rate  a 
haul  from  zone  21  to  Boston  (round 
trip  of  400  miles)  would  cost  44  cents 
per  hundredweight.  This  cooperative 
also  submitted  data  regarding  the  cost 
of  getting  milk  hauled  to  the  Boston 
and  Providence  areas  from  zones  17 
and  20.  Its  hauling  rates  for  shipments 
to  Boston  from  zones  17  and  20  are  38 
cents  and  42  cents  per  hundredweight, 
respectively.  The  hauling  costs  per 
hundredweight  from  these  same  zones 
to  Providence  are  44  cents  and  47 
cents,  respectively.  These  charges 
cover  only  the  fixed  and  variable  haul¬ 
ing  costs.  There  is  an  additional  ex¬ 
pense  of  5.5  cents  per  hundredweight 
for  operating  the  reload  stations 
through  which  these  supplies  are 
moved. 

The  witness  noted  that  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  proposal  by  four 
cooperatives,  which  included  reducing 
the  16  cents  added  to  the  location  ad¬ 
justment  at  zone  14  to  8  cents,  in¬ 
creases  only  slightly  the  location  ad¬ 
justments  for  zones  16  through  21. 
Thus,  he  contended,  such  a  proposal 
would  not  provide  enough  transporta¬ 
tion  allowance  for  shipping  milk  from 
plants  in  zones  16  through  21.  He  also 
contended  that  the  other  cooperative 
proposal,  which  would  establish  a  52- 
cent  location  adjustment  at  Boston, 
would  provide  transportation 
allowances  in  excess  of  the  actual 
hauling  rates  he  is  charged  to  ship 
milk  to  the  market. 

The  cooperative’s  witness  supported 
a  decrease  in  the  location  adjustment 
rate  beyond  zone  21  for  two  reasons. 
First,  he  pointed  out  that  historically 
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the  location  adjustment  rate  for  the 
more  distant  zones  has  differed  from 
the  rate  applicable  in  the  first  20 
zones.  The  witness  also  contended  that 
within  210  miles  of  Boston  there  is 
adequate  milk  produced  to  normally 
satisfy  the  marketing  area’s  class  I 
needs.  This  being  the  case,  he  felt  that 
the  order  should  not  provide  for  a  lo¬ 
cation  adjustment  rate  schedule  that 
makes  it  attractive  to  move  milk  into 
the  metropolitan  centers  from  the 
most  distant  parts  of  the  milkshed. 

Under  the  existing  New  England 
order,  the  class  I  price  and  blended 
price  difference  between  the  21st  and 
“nearby  plant”  zones  is  40  cents. 
Plants  located  outside  the  “nearby 
plant”  zone  but  within  31  to  40  miles 
(4th  zone)  of  Boston  have  a  location 
adjustment  of  plus  36.4  cents.  For 
successive  10:mile  zone  through  the 
14th  zone  the  adjustment  decreases 

1.2  cents.  At  the  15th  zone  the  country 
plant  and  fixed  transportation  costs  of 
6  cents  and  10  cents,  respectively,  are 
subtracted,  making  the  total  adjust¬ 
ment  between  the  14th  and  15th  zones 

17.2  cents.  The  zone  increments 
beyond  the  15th  zone  are  1.2  cents 
through  the  21st  zone  and  1  cent 
beyond. 

It  is  clear  that  the  present  location 
adjustment  provisions  of  the  New  Eng¬ 
land  order  are  not  compatible  with 
current  marketing  conditions.  Major 
increases  in  the  cost  of  transporting 
milk  during  the  last  few  years  have  oc¬ 
curred  without  corresponding  changes 
in  the  transportation  allowances 
under  the  order.  Consequently,  the 
present  Order  1  location  adjustments 
are  significantly  less  than  the  actual 
transportation  costs. 

This  is  having  a  disruptive  effect  on 
the  procurement  of  milk  by 
distrubutors  and  the  marketing  of 
milk  by  cooperatives  and  producers.  A 
substantial  portion  of  the  order  1  city- 
priced  milk  is  assembled  at  noh-pricing 
point  reload  stations.  When  milk  is 
procured  from  farmers  located  in  an 
area  void  of  a  local  plant  outlet,  the 
handler  is  able  to  pay  the  dairy  farm¬ 
ers  his  city  plant  price  and  deduct  the 
entire  hauling  and  reloading  costs  of 
moving  these  supplies  to  his  facility. 
Thus,  in  such  cases,  the  handler  is 
able  to  procure  the  milk  at  the  order 
minimum  class  prices  applicable  to  his 
city  plant  location. 

However,  there  are  a  number  of 
country  pool  plants  located  through¬ 
out  most  of  the  New  England 
milkshed.  Milk  received  from  produc¬ 
ers  at  a  country  plant  is  priced  at  that 
plant  in  accordance  with  the  plant  lo¬ 
cation  adjustment  schedule  in  the 
order.  When  the  location  adjustment 
schedule  does  not  reflect  the  full  cost 
of  moving  milk  through  country 
plants  to  the  city,  as  is  presently  the 
case,  the  class  I  and  blended  prices  at 
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country  plants  are  too  high  relative  to 
the  location  value  of  milk  delivered  to 
city  plants. 

This  circumstance  has  resulted  in 
hauling  subsidies  in  supplying  city  dis¬ 
tributing  plants.  A  city  plant  operator 
procuring  direct-shaped  milk  produced 
near  a  country  pool  plant  has  an  order 
blended  price  at  his  plant,  after  deduc¬ 
tions  for  hauling,  less  than  the  blend¬ 
ed  price  for  such  milk  delivered  to  the 
country  plant,  less  the  farm-to-plant 
hauling  costs.  Since  the  producers  in¬ 
volved  prefer  to  deliver  their  milk  to 
the  country  plant  to  obtain  the  higher 
pay  price  after  deductions  for  hauling, 
it  forces  the  city  plant  operator  to  sub¬ 
sidize  part  of  the  hauling  cost  to  be 
competitive  in  procurement  with  coun¬ 
try  plants. 

A  similar  hauling  subsidy  situation 
exists  in  the  case  of  procuring  milk 
shipped  through  country  pool  plants. 
Such  milk  is  priced  at  the  country 
plant  location  and  the  cost  of  hauling 
the  milk  from  the  country  plant  ex¬ 
ceeds  the  difference  between  the  order 
class  I  price  at  the  country  plant  and 
the  order  class  I  price  at  the  city 
plant.  If  the  city  handler  operates  his 
own  country  supply  plant,  he  is  faced 
with  a  hauling  subsidy.  In  the  case  of 
a  supply  plant  operator  who  sells  milk 
to  other  handlers  operating  city 
plants,  either  the  supply  plant  opera¬ 
tor  or  the  city  plant  operator  must 
subsidize  the  hauling  cost,  or  share 
the  costs  in  some  way. 

Several  problems  have  resulted  from 
not  reflecting  enough  transportation 
cost  in  the  class  I  and  blended  price 
plant  location  adjustment.  Producers 
shipping  to  the  city  through  a  non¬ 
pricing  point  reload  station  would 
have  a  lower  pay  price,  after  deduc¬ 
tions  for  hauling,  than  their  neighbors 
supplying  a  local  pool  plant,  if  the  pro¬ 
ducer  pays  the  entire  hauling  cost. 
Under  these  circumstances  producers 
in  these  areas  are  reluctant  to  supply 
the  city  distributing  plants.  If  a  city 
handler  subsidizes  hauling  costs,  then 
his  supplies  cost  more  than  those  of 
his  non-subsidizing  competitor.  If  the 
producer  or  his  cooperative  association 
pays  the  entire  hauling  costs,  then 
there  are  inequities  between  him  and 
his  neighbors  supplying  a  local  pool 
plant.  Moreover,  cooperatives  that 
subsidize  the  cost  of  hauling  milk  to 
city  plants  must  pass  such  cost  back  to 
member  producers.  This  in  turn  en¬ 
courages  member  producers  to  leave 
the  cooperatives  and  market  their 
milk  directly  to  proprietary  handlers 
who  are  required  to  pay  the  full 
amount  of  the  blended  price.  Correc¬ 
tive  action  is  essential  if  the  order  is  to 
fulfill  its  prupose  of  providing  stable 
and  orderly  marketing  conditions  for 
producers  and  for  the  handlers 
through  whom  they  market  their 
fnilk. 


The  class  I  and  blended  price  loca¬ 
tion  adjustments  under  the  New  Eng¬ 
land  order  should  be  revised  to  reflect 
the  decreased  value  of  milk  delivered 
to  plants  in  the  production  area  rela¬ 
tive  to  its  value  when  delivered  to  city 
bottling  plants  as  a  result  of  increased 
transportation  costs.  Specifically,  loca¬ 
tion  adjustments  for  each  zone  more 
distant  than  the  201-210  mile  zone 
should  be  increased  from  1  cent  per  10 
miles  to  1.5  cents  per  10  miles;  the  1.2- 
cent  rate  presently  applicable  to  the 
first  20  zones  should  be  increased  to 
1.8  cents  per  10-mile  zone;  and  the  16 
cents  per  hundredweight  added  at  the 
14th  zone  should  be  decreased  to  14 
cents.  These  revisions  would  result  in 
a  class  I  and  blended  price  adjustment 
at  zone  1  of  plus  50  cents. 

Data  presented  at  the  hearing  indi¬ 
cate  that  hauling  costs  have  increased 
significantly  since  the  order  1  location 
adjustment  schedule  was  adopted  in 
1967.  Presently,  a  proprietary  handler 
and  an  independent  New  England 
hauler  are  moving  bulk  milk  200  miles 
for  44  cents  per  hundredweight.  The 
data  indicate  that  the  variable  costs 
associated  with  efficient  long-distance 
shipments  are  1.8  cents  per 
hundredweight  per  10  miles,  or  36 
cents  for  200  miles.  Thus,  the  rates  re¬ 
flect  fixed  costs'  of  8  cents  per 
hundredweight  (44  cents  minus  36 
cents). 

Some  of  the  other  hauling  data  sug¬ 
gest  slightly  higher  fixed  and  variable 
costs.  However,  when  the  location  ad¬ 
justments  reflect  fixed  hauling  costs 
and  reloading  costs,  as  well  as  variable 
hauling  costs,  as  the  order  1  location 
adjustment  schedule  is  designed  to  do, 
it  is  preferable  to  remain  on  the  con¬ 
servative  side  of  the  cost  range  in 
order  to  discourage  unneeded  hauling 
of  milk  to  city  plants.  Since  some 
cooperatives  and  proprietary  handlers 
are  moving  milk  to  market  at  a  truck¬ 
ing  cost  of  44  cents  per  hundredweight 
for  a  distance  of  200  miles,  any  higher 
location  adjustment  rate  under  the 
order  for  such  distance  could  encour¬ 
age  moving  country  plant  milk  unnec¬ 
essarily  to  city  plants  at  the  expense 
of  the  pool  rather  than  having  city 
plant  operators  rely  on  milk  moved  di¬ 
rectly  from  farms. 

Proprietary  handler  and  producer 
association  representatives  submitted 
a  wide  range  of  data  on  the  costs  of  re¬ 
ceiving  milk  through  country  plants. 
Two  spokesmen  for  cooperatives  that 
operate  a  number  of  country  plants 
testified  that  their  costs  were  about  5 
cents  per  hundredweight.  Another 
cooperative’s  witness  stated  that  his 
association’s  records  indicate  that 
country  plant  operating  costs  are 
ranging  from  6.5  to  14  cents  per 
hundredweight.  One  handler  witness 
said  that  his  costs  averaged  about  8 
cents  per  100-pounds  of  milk.  After 


considering  all  the  data  presented  at 
the  hearing,  it  is  concluded  that  the  6 
cents  now  specified  under  the  order  1 
location  adjustment  schedule  for  oper¬ 
ating  country  plants  should  not  be 
changed.  Thus,  the  present  price  ad¬ 
justment  of  16  cents  at  the  14th  zone 
should  be  decreased  to  14  cents  (8 
cents  fixed  hauling  cost  plus  6  cents 
reload  cost). 

Changing  the  present  16-cent  price 
adjustment  at  the  14th  zone  to  14 
cents  would  bring  the  location  adjust¬ 
ments  for  distant  zones  generally  in 
line  with  the  actual  hauling  cost  some 
handlers  are  incurring  in  moving  milk 
to  the  primary  market.  If  the  price  ad¬ 
justment  at  the  14th  zone  were  re¬ 
duced  8  cents,  as  one  proposal  would 
do,  the  location  adjustments  would 
not  sufficiently  cover  the  cost  of 
moving  milk  from  the  production  area 
to  the  primary  consumption  centers. 

At  the  hearing  and  in  their  briefs, 
numerous  proprietary  handlers  and 
cooperative  associations  supported  a 
lower  location  adjustment  rate  beyond 
the  21st  zone.  In  fact,  there  was  no 
testimony  opposing  this  type  of  loca¬ 
tion  adjustment  schedule. 

Analysis  of  production  and  class  I 
sales  statistics  in  the  New  England 
milkshed  support  one  witness’  conten¬ 
tion  that  within  210  miles  of  Boston 
there  is  adequate  milk  produced  to 
satisfy  the  market’s  normal  class  I 
demand.  The  industry  wants  to  main¬ 
tain  as  high  a  degree  of  marketing  ef¬ 
ficiency  as  possible.  This  is  achieved 
when  the  fluid  milk  requirements  are 
obtained  from  the  closest  available 
sources  and  reserve  supplies  are 
processed  into  the  more  concentrated 
manufactured  dairy  products  in  the 
outlying  areas  of  the  milkshed,  thus 
minimizing  total  transportation  costs. 
Therefore,  an  economic  incentive  for 
handlers  to  keep  reserve  milk  supplies 
in  the  country  for  manufacturing 
should  be  incorporated  into  the  loca¬ 
tion  adjustment  schedule.  By  decreas¬ 
ing  the  location  adjustment  rate  of  1.8 
cents  applicable  in  the  inner  zones  to 
1.5  cents  for  each  10-mile  zone  beyond 
zone  21,  the  desired  procurement  pat¬ 
terns  would  be  promoted. 

2.  Establishing  several  price  zones 
within  the  ‘.‘nearby  plant ”  zone.  In 
conjunction  with  the  changes  in  class 
I  and  blended  price  location  adjust¬ 
ments  to  reflect  increased  hauling 
costs,  the  current  “nearby  plant”  zone 
should  be  divided  into  several  pricing 
zones  to  encourage  efficient  milk 
movements  and  to  promote  more  or¬ 
derly  marketing.  Generally,  the  zone 
structure  should  provide  for  decreas¬ 
ing  class  I  and  blended  prices  in  an 
east  to  west  as  well  as  a  south  to  north 
direction  in  recognition  of  a  westward 
shift  of  the  New  England  procurement 
areas  into  New  York  State. 
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Class  I  prices 1  currently  are  not  ad¬ 
justed  for  location  within  the  “nearby 
plant”  zone,  which  encompasses  a  sub¬ 
stantial  proportion  of  the  New  Eng¬ 
land  marketing  area.  All  plants  located 
in  the  States  of  Connecticut,  Massa¬ 
chusetts  (except  Berkshire  County),  or 
Rhode  Island  are  included  in  this  zone 
and  thus  are  subject  to  identical  mini¬ 
mum  order  prices.  The  vast  majority 
of  pool  distributing  plants  operated  by 
handlers  who  are  regulated  under  the 
order  are  located  in  the  “nearby 
plant”  zone,  which  accounts  for  over 
90  percent  of  the  marketing  area  pop¬ 
ulation. 

The  current  “nearby  plant”  zone 
should  be  divided  into  three  geo¬ 
graphically  defined  pricing  zones  plus 
a  fourth  area  in  which  the  zone  loca¬ 
tion  of  any  plant  would  be  determined 
on  the  basis  of  highway  mileage  from 
the  nearer  of  Boston,  Mass,  or  Provi¬ 
dence,  R.I.  The  order  minimum  class  I 
prices  that  should  apply  in  these  areas 
are  described  under  issue  3  that  deals 
with  the  level  of  class  I  price  under 
the  order. 

All  plants  located  in  the  State  of 
Rhode  Island,  the  Massachusetts 
counties  of  Barnstable,  Bristol,  Dukes, 
Norfolk,  Plymouth,  or  Suffolk,  or  the 
area  between  Boston  and  Massachu¬ 
setts  highway  No.  128  should  be  in 
zone  1.  This  zone  includes  the  major 
cities  of  Boston  and  Providence  and  is 
generally  described  £s  southeastern 
New  England.  The  class  I  price  at 
plants  in  this  zone  would  be  50  cents 
per  hundredweight  above  the  class  I 
price  at  the  21st  (base)  zone. 

Plants  located  in  the  Connecticut 
counties  of  Fairfield,  Hartford, 
Litchfield,  Middlesex  (only  the  town¬ 
ships  of  Cromwell,  Durham,  Haddam, 
Mid-  dlefield,  or  Portland),  New 
Haven,  or  Tolland  (only  the  townships 
of  Ellington  or  Somers)  should  be  in 
zone  7.  This  western  area  of  Connecti¬ 
cut,  which  includes  the  cities  of  Dan¬ 
bury,  Hartford,  and  New  Haven,  is  ad¬ 
jacent  to  the  eastern  boundary  of  the 
New  York-New  Jersey  marketing  area. 
The  class  I  price  in  this  zone  would  be 
10.8  cents  less  than  that  for  zone  1  (6 
zones  at  1.8  cents  per  zone)  and  39.2 
cents  more  than  the  zone  21  class  I 
price. 

All  plants  located  in  the  Massachu¬ 
setts  counties  of  Hampden  (except  the 
townships  of  Brimfield,  Holland, 
Monson,  Palmer,  and  Wales),  or 
Hampshire  (except  the  township  of 


1  Class  I  and  blended  price  location  adjust¬ 
ments  are  identical  under  the  order.  For 
purposes  of  this  discussion,  location  adjust¬ 
ments  will  be  discussed  only  in  the  context 
of  the  class  I  price.  However,  the  location 
adjustments  applied  to  the  class  I  price 
must  be  applied  similarly  to  the  blended 
price.  This  is  necessary  to  provide  the 
proper  incentive  for  producer  milk  to  move 
to  the  major  consumption  centers  for  fluid 
use. 
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Ware)  should  be  in  zone  8.  At  plants 
located  in  this  area,  which  includes 
the  city  of  Springfield,  the  class  I 
price  would  be  12.6  cents  less  than  the 
zone  1  price  and  37.4  cents  more  than 
the  zone  21  class  I  price. 

The  zone  location  of  each  plant  lo¬ 
cated  in  the  States  of  Connecticut  or 
Massachusetts  (except  Berkshire 
County)  that  is  also  located  outside 
the  specific  zones  previously  listed 
should  be  determined  on  the  basis  of 
highway  milage  from  the  nearer 
Boston  or  Providence.  In  general,  this 
area  encompasses  the  territory  be¬ 
tween  zone  1  (southeastern  New  Eng¬ 
land)  and  zone  7  and  8  (western  Con¬ 
necticut  and  Massachusetts)  and  areas 
north  of  zones  1  and  8. 

Cooperative  associations  that  repre¬ 
sent  producers  supplying  the  New 
England  market  proposed  a  restruc¬ 
turing  of  the  “nearby  plant”  zone  in  a 
manner  similar  to  that  which  is  pro¬ 
vided  herein.  Two  hearing  notice  pro¬ 
posals  submitted  by  cooperative  associ¬ 
ations  were  identical  with  respect  to 
the  areas  to  be  included  in  each  zone 
as  well  as  the  differences  in  prices 
among  areas  currently  within  the 
“nearby  plant”  zone.  At  the  hearing, 
the  proposals  were  modified  slightly  in 
identical  fashion. 

The  zoning  structure  provided 
herein  differs  from  the  cooperatives’ 
revised  proposals  in  two  respects. 
First,  the  adopted  zone  1  is  smaller  in 
area  than  the  proposed  “eastern  city 
plant  location  zone.”  The  cooperatives’ 
proposed  eastern  zone  would  encom¬ 
pass  the  area  in  the  adopted  zone  1  as 
well  as  additional  territory  in  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  namely,  all  of  Essex  County, 
Middlesex  County  (except  the  town¬ 
ships  of  Ashby,  Gorton,  Pepperell, 
Shirley  and  Townsend),  and  an  east¬ 
ern  tier  of  12  townships  in  Worcester 
County.  Second,  the  areas  included  in 
the  adopted  zones  7  and  8  were  pro¬ 
posed  by  cooperatives  to  be  included  in 
one  "western  city  plant  location  zone,” 
which  would  not  have  provided  for  a 
price  decrease  from  south  to  north  in 
the  western  portion  of  the  current 
“nearby  plant”  zone. 

The  cooperatives’  specific  zoning 
proposal,  or  the  concept  of  zoning,  for 
the  present  “nearby  plant”  zone  was 
supported  at  the  hearing  or  in  briefs 
by  several  cooperative  associations 
that  represent  producers  supplying 
the  New  England  and  New  York-New 
Jersey  marketing  areas  and  a  propri¬ 
etary  handler  regulated  under  the 
New  England  order.  A  trade  associ¬ 
ation  of  21  handlers  regulated  under 
the  order  also  supported  the  proposed 
zoning  approach  provided  the  issue  of 
intermarket  price  alinement  (discussed 
under  the  following  issue)  was  ade¬ 
quately  resolved. 

Some  of  the  reasons  advanced  by 
proponents  for  zoning  were  interrelat- 
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ed  with  their  desire  to  dealine  class  I 
prices  between  the  New  England 
(order  1)  and  New  York-New  Jersey 
(order  2)  Federal  order  markets.  They 
testified  that  pricing  changes  effective 
Nov.  1,  1977,  in  the  order  2  market  ne¬ 
cessitated  a  price  reduction  in  New 
England,  particularly  in  the  areas  of 
the  New  England  market  adjacent  to 
New  York.  Some  witnesses  stated  that 
a  price  reduction  of  a  magnitude  nec¬ 
essary  to  aline  prices  in  the  western 
portion  of  the  New  England  market 
was  not  necessary  in  eastern  segments 
of  the  market  (Boston/Providence) 
that  are  well  protected  from  the  order 
2  market  by  distance.  Also,  some  testi¬ 
fied  that  by  establishing  different 
pricing  zones  in  the  “nearby  plant” 
zone  the  blend  price  to  New  England 
order  producers  would  decline  by  a 
lesser  amount  than  if  the  same  price 
reduction  were  applied  throughout  the 
area. 

Proponents  also  testified  that  the 
action  is  necessary  to  encourage  mar¬ 
keting  efficiency  by  establishing  the 
incentive  to  move  milk  from  west  to 
east  to  the  major  consuming  centers  of 
the  market  (Boston/Providence). 
They  stated  that  as  the  market  shifts 
to  greater  dependence  on  supplies  of 
milk  from  New  York,  it  will  become  in¬ 
creasingly  important  to  maintain  a 
high  enough  price  in  the  eastern  con¬ 
sumption  areas  to  attract  this  milk 
from  beyond  the  consumption  centers 
in  the  western  portions  of  Connecticut 
and  Massachusetts.  Consequently, 
they  claimed,  an  eastern  zone  price 
above  the  western  zone  price  by  the 
cost  of  transportation  between  the  two 
zones  is  necessary  to  place  a  producer 
in  New  York  in  a  position  of  indiffer¬ 
ence  as  to  which  zone  he  ships  milk. 

Proponents  testified  that  the  bound¬ 
aries  of  their  proposed  eastern  and 
western  zones  were  determined  on  the 
basis  of  the  location  of  existing  dis¬ 
tributing  plants  and  the  areas  of  sub¬ 
stantial  overlapping  route  disposition. 
They  indicated  that  the  proposed 
price  difference  between  the  two  zones 
was  based  on  the  variable  hauling  cost 
of  1.8  cents  per  hundredweight  per  10 
miles.  Since  Hartford,  Conn.,  and 
Springfield,  Mass,  are  about  70  miles 
from  Providence,  R.I.,  prices  in  the 
western  zone  were  proposed  to  be  12.6 
cents  less  than  those  for  the  eastern 
zone  (7  zones  times  1.8  cents).  It  was 
noted  that  the  area  between  the  east¬ 
ern  and  western  zones  would  serve  as  a 
“buffer”  zone  in  which  the  zone  loca¬ 
tion  of  any  plant  should  be  deter¬ 
mined  on  the  basis  of  distance  from 
the  nearer  of  Boston  or  Providence. 
Proponents  indicated  that  such  a 
“buffer”  zone  would  eliminate  any 
sharp  difference  in  class  I  prices  to 
handlers  that  could  result  if  only  two 
zones  were  established.  Proponents 
stated  that  although  handlers  prob- 
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ably  could  not  transport  packaged 
milk  for  1.8  cents  per  10  miles,  the 
overall  zoning  approach  comes  closer 
than  the  current  structure  in  achiev¬ 
ing  competitive  price  alinement  for 
handlers  in  procuring  milk  supplies. 

At  the  hearing,  a  proprietary  han¬ 
dler  regulated  under  the  order  sug¬ 
gested  that  the  proposed  eastern  zone 
be  extended  westward  to  include  the 
area  of  Worcester,  Mass.  The  handler, 
who  operates  a  fluid  milk  plant  in  the 
eastern  zone,  stated  that  Worcester 
area  handlers  with  whom  he  competes 
for  class  I  sales  in  both  the  Worcester 
and  Boston  areas  should  have  the 
same  class  I  price  as  handlers  in  the 
eastern  zone. 

In  their  briefs,  the  proprietary  han¬ 
dler  and  a  trade  association  of  49  New 
England  milk  dealers  opposed  any  re¬ 
zoning  of  the  current  “nearby  plant” 
zone.  Handlers  stated  that  rezoning 
the  “nearby  plant”  zone  must  be  re¬ 
jected  on  statutory  grounds  since 
nonuniform  prices  to  handlers  would 
result.  They  further  indicated  that  the 
record  of  the  proceeding  did  not  sup¬ 
port  any  price  differentiation  among 
handlers  in  the  “nearby  plant”  zone  in 
that  there  is  no  indication  of  a  benefit 
to  be  derived  by  handers.  Rather,  the 
benefit  of  rezoning  would  accrue  to 
dairy  farmers  in  the  form  of  a  lesser 
blended  price  reduction  than  if  prices 
in  the  “nearby  plant”  zone  were  re¬ 
duced  the  same  amount  throughout 
the  zone  in  sufficient  magnitude  to 
aline  prices  with  order  2. 

The  issue  of  determining  whether 
the  pricing  structure  within  the 
“nearby  plant”  zone  should  be  revised 
is  not  dependent  upon  the  possible  re¬ 
sulting  impact  on  the  overall  level  of 
returns  to  producers.  Such  considera¬ 
tion,  as  well  as  the  issue  of 
intermarket  alinement  of  prices,  is  ap¬ 
propriately  considered  under  the  fol¬ 
lowing  issue  that  deals  with  the  level 
of  the  class  I  price  that  is  necessary  to 
assist  in  assuring  an  adequate  supply 
of  milk  for  the  New  England  market. 

There  is  substantial  evidence  in  the 
record  of  the  proceeding  to  firmly  es¬ 
tablish  a  need  to  revise  the  pricing 
structure  within  the  “nearby  plant” 
zone.  The  “nearby  plant”  zone  con¬ 
tains  almost  93  percent  of  the  market¬ 
ing  area  population 2  and  at  the  time 
of  the  hearing  all  but  8  of  89  pool  dis¬ 
tribution  plants  were  located  in  this 
three-State  area.  On  the  other  hand, 
production  within  this  area,  which  ac- 


2  Official  notice  is  taken  of  Federal  Milk 
Order  Market  Statistics,  Annual  Summary 
for  1976,  issued  June  1977  and  Current  Pop¬ 
ulation  Reports,  Population  Estimates, 
series  P-26,  No.  76-45  (issued  August  1977), 
series  P-26,  No.  76-29  (issued  August  1977), 
series  P-26,  No.  76-39  (issued  July  1977), 
series  P-26,  No.  76-7  (issued  August  1977) 
and  series  P-25,  No.  715  (issued  December 
1977),  published  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Census,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce. 


counted  for  less  than  24  percent  of  the 
approximately  414-million  pounds  of 
milk  pooled  under  the  order  in  Decem¬ 
ber  1977,  is  far  short  of  that  needed  to 
meet  the  fluid  milk  needs  of  handlers. 
Consequently,  distributing  plants 
must  depend  on  sources  of  milk  in 
other  areas  to  obtain  milk  for  bottling 
needs.  New  York  and  Vermont  repre¬ 
sent  by  far  the  largest  sources  of 
supply  for  the  marketing  area  and  in 
December  1977  accounted  for  27.9  and 
37.8  percent,  respectively,  of  the  milk 
pooled  under  the  order.  Maine  and 
New  Hampshire,  the  remaining  States 
that  comprise  the  order  1  milkshed, 
accounted  for  4.7  and  6.1  percent,  re¬ 
spectively,  of  the  market  supply 
during  the  same  period. 

Adjustment  of  milk  prices  for  plant 
location  facilities  the  orderly  and  effi¬ 
cient  movement  of  milk  supplies  from 
the  major  production  areas  to  the  con¬ 
suming  centers  of  the  market  and, 
conversely,  it  discourages  uneconomic 
movements  away  from  consumption 
centers  towards  supply  areas.  Since 
the  New  England  market  must  depend 
on  substantial  supplies  of  milk  located 
to  the  west  and  north  of  the  principal 
and  secondary  consumption  centers  in 
the  “nearby  plant”  zone,  it  is  logical 
that  location  adjustments  should  in¬ 
crease  milk  prices  from  west  to  east  as 
well  as  from  north  to  south. 

The  “nearby  plant”  zone,  in  which 
prices  are  currently  not  adjusted  for 
plant  location,  does  not  promote  or¬ 
derly  marketing  conditions.  It  is 
simply  too  large  an  area  in  which  to 
maintain  a  “flat”  pricing  system. 
There  is  no  price  incentive  to  move 
milk  either  easterward  or  southward 
from  the  current  western  and  north¬ 
ern  boundaries  of  the  zone.  Further¬ 
more,  there  is  no  price  incentive  to  dis¬ 
courage  backward  movements  of  milk 
towards  northern  and  western  produc¬ 
tion  areas  within  the  “nearby  plant” 
zone.  For  example,  milk  in  the  rela¬ 
tively  heavier  production  areas  of  the 
“nearby  plant”  zone  (New  London, 
Tolland  and  Windham  Counties, 
Conn.,  and  Worcester  County,  Mass.) 
may  move  north  or  west  to  distribut¬ 
ing  plants.  Should  this  occur,  it  would 
require  additional  shipments  of  milk 
from  distant  areas  to  meet  the  fluid 
milk  needs  of  the  major  consumption, 
areas  in  southeastern  New  England. 
Such  occurrences,  which  would  in¬ 
crease  transportation  and  energy  cost 
to  the  detriment  of  the  total  interests 
of  the  market,  are  not  representative 
of  an  orderly  and  efficient  marketing 
system. 

The  Boston/Providence  area  is  the 
largest  consumption  center  in  the 
“nearby  plant”  zone.  The  population 
of  the  area  included  in  the 
cooperatives’  proposed  eastern  plant 
zone  represents  over  50  percent  of  the 
total  marketing  area  population.  Milk 


production  in  this  area  is  minimal  and 
consequently  it  is  the  principal  deficit 
area  in  the  “nearby  plant”  zone. 
Therefore,  prices  in  this  area  must  be 
higher  relative  to  consumption  centers 
located  to  the  north  and  west  that  are 
nearer  to  the  primary  production 
areas. 

The  need  to  decrease  prices  in  a 
westward  direction  across  the  “nearby 
plant”  zone  is  based  on  the  importance 
of  east  central  New  York  as  a  major 
source  of  supply  for  the  New  England 
market,  as  well  as  the  fact  that  sec¬ 
ondary  but  significant  consumption 
centers  in  the  western  parts  of  Con¬ 
necticut  and  Massachusetts  are  nearer 
to  this  suply  source  than  the  Boston/ 
Providence  area.  New  York  has  been  a 
source  of  supply  for  New  England  for 
a  substantial  period  of  time,  with  the 
volume  of  New  York  milk  pooled  in 
the  New  England  markets  continually 
increasing.  The  volume  of  New  York 
milk  pooled  on  the  New  England  mar¬ 
kets  increased  from  about  100  million 
pounds  in  December  1969  to  115  mil¬ 
lion  pounds  in  December  1977,  a  15 
percent  increase.3  A  further  compari¬ 
son  on  a  county  basis  between  Decem¬ 
ber  1969  and  December  1976  reveals 
that  the  volume  of  New  England 
pooled  milk  originating  in  the  four 
eastern  New  York  counties  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  Dutchess,  Rensselaer,  and  Wash¬ 
ington  declined  by  about  1  percent, 
from  67  to  66  million  pounds.  Howev¬ 
er,  milk  originating  in  the  more  west¬ 
ern  counties  of  New  York  (Orange, 
Ulster,  Greene,  Albany,  Saratoga, 
Delaware,  Schoharie,  Montgomery, 
Fulton,  and  Otsego)  doubled  in 
volume,  from  about  14  to  28  million 
pounds.  These  data  clearly  indicate 
that  there  has  been  an  increasing  reli¬ 
ance  on  New  York  milk  and  that  the 
New  England  milkshed  has  expanded 
westward  into  east  central  New  York 
in  recent  years. 

If  handlers  in  western  Connecticut 
and  western  Massachusetts  did  not 
rely  on  nearby  New  York  milk,  it  nor¬ 
mally  would  not  be  necessary  to  apply 
location  adjustments  from  east  to 
west.  Alternative  supply  sources  in 
Vermont  are  relatively  equidistant 
from  Boston  and  Hartford  and  would 
provide  a  basis  to  continue  a  flat  price 
structure  across  southern  New  Eng¬ 
land.  However,  Hartford  and  other 
areas  in  the  western  portions  of  the 
marketing  area,  such  as  Springfield, 
Mass.,  are  located  much  closer  to 
supply  sources  in  New  York  than  to 
the  heavy  production  areas  in  north¬ 
ern  Vermont.  Therefore,  prices  in  the 
Hartford/Springfield  area  need  not  be 
as  high  as  those  in  the  Boston/Provi- 


3  Official  notice  is  taken  of  Sources  of 
Milk  for  Federal  Order  Markets  by  State 
and  County  U.S.  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  Consumer  and  Marketing  Service, 
Dairy  Division,  issued  February  1971. 
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dence  area  to  attract  milk  supplies 
from  New  York. 

A  lower  price  in  Hartford/Spring¬ 
field  than  Boston/Providence  will  also 
establish  the  incentive  to  move  milk 
from  west  to  east  across  the  current 
“nearby  plant”  zone.  This  is  desirable 
in  that  a  substantial  part  of  the  New 
York  production  area,  which  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  being  nearer  to  the  western 
portions  of  Connecticut  and  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  is  also  essentially  equidistant 
from  Boston  and  Providence.  For  ex¬ 
ample,  Oneonta,  N.Y.  (Otsego 
County),  which  generally  represents 
the  western  edge  of  the  current  New 
England  milkshed  in  New  York,  is  242 
and  236  miles  respectively  from 
Boston  and  Providence.4  In  addition,  a 
lower  price  in  Hartford/Springfield 
would  discourage  westward  move¬ 
ments  of  milk  from  relatively  heavy 
production  areas  in  Connecticut  and 
Massachusetts  towards  the  New  York 
supply  area. 

Cooperative  associations  proposed  a 
lower  class  I  price  for  the  western  por¬ 
tions  of  Connecticut  and  Massachu¬ 
setts  than  for  the  major  consumption 
area  of  Boston/Providence.  The  con¬ 
cept  of  the  cooperatives’  proposal  is 
valid,  for  reasons  previously  stated, 
and  should  be  adopted,  but  in  a  some¬ 
what  modified  form. 

The  Connecticut  portion  of  the 
cooperatives’  proposed  western  zone 
should  be  in  zone  7  since  the  city  of 
Hartford  is  approximately  70  miles 
nearer  to  major  production  areas  in 
New  York  than  the  major  consump¬ 
tion  center  of  Providence.  Consequent¬ 
ly,  the  class  I  price  in  the  Hartford 
area  should  be  10.8  cents  lower  than  in 
the  Providence  area,  which  for  reasons 
hereinafter  stated  should  be  in  zone  1. 

The  city  of  Hartford  is  used  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  price  level  in  zone  7,  relative 
to  Providence,  since  it  and  the  sur¬ 
rounding  areas  represent  the  largest 
consumption  center  in  western  Con¬ 
necticut.  All  plants  in  this  zone  will 
have  identical  minimum  order  prices, 
as  is  currently  the  case.  Any  finer  de¬ 
lineation  of  location  adjustments 
within  this  zone,  on  either  and  east  to 
west  or  south  to  north  basis,  is  not 
suported  on  the  basis  of  this  record. 

The  Massachusetts  portion  of  the 
cooperatives’  proposed  western  zone 
should  be  included  in  a  lower-priced 
zone  than  western  Connecticut. 
Springfield,  which  is  the  major  con¬ 
sumption  center  in  western  Massachu¬ 
setts,  is  a  junction  for  the  east-west 
and  north-south  Interstate  Highway 
system.  Springfield  is  also  25  miles 
north  of  Hartford  and  as  such  is 


4  Mileages  are  obtained  from  Mileage 
Guide  No.  11,  supplement  No.  1,  issued  by 
Household  Goods  Carriers'  Bureau,  agent, 
Arlington,  Va.  on  February  21,  1978,  effec¬ 
tive  May  15,  1978,  of  which  official  notice  is 
taken. 
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nearer  to  production  areas  in  Vermont 
and  most  of  the  heavy  production 
areas  in  east  central  New  York.  Thus, 
a  substantial  proportion  of  the  milk 
originating  in  either  New  York  or  Ver¬ 
mont  can  be  expected  to  pass  through 
Springfield  enroute  to  Hartford  and 
other  areas  in  zone  7.  It  is  essential, 
therefore,  to  establish  a  lower  price 
level  in  Springfield  than  Hartford  to 
recognize  its  proximity  to  production 
areas  as  well  as  to  provide  an  addition¬ 
al  incentive  for  milk  to  move  beyond 
Springfield  to  plants  in  western  Con¬ 
necticut. 

The  difference  in  prices  at  Spring- 
field  and  Hartford  should  be  based  on 
the  extent  to  which  Springfield  is 
nearer  to  the  major  production  areas 
than  Hartford,  as  measured  from  the 
Nearest  major  consumption  area  of 
Providence.  Since  Springfield  is  ap¬ 
proximately  one  zone  (8  miles)  more 
distant  from  Providence  than  Hart¬ 
ford,  prices  at  Springfield  area  plants 
should  be  1.8  cents  less  than  at  Hart¬ 
ford.  Consequently,  the  Massachusetts 
portion  of  the  cooperatives’  proposed 
western  zone  should  be  in  zone  8. 

The  cooperatives’  proposed  eastern 
zone  should  be  reduced  in  size  for  sev¬ 
eral  reasons.  First,  any  zone  within 
which  prices  are  not  adjusted  for  loca¬ 
tion  should  be  as  small  in  area  as  pos¬ 
sible  to  eliminate  the  likelihood  of  rel¬ 
atively  large  price  differences  between 
plants  that  are  close  to  each  other  at 
the  edge  of  two  bordering  price  zones. 
The  larger  the  zone  the  greater  the 
price  difference  there  will  be  between 
a  plant  that  is  located  just  inside  the 
zone  and  a  plant  located  just  outside 
the  zone.  Such  a  situation  exists  under 
the  current  pricing  structure  and 
would  be  intensified  by  adopting  the 
cooperatives’  proposed  eastern  zone 
that  would  include  territory  north  of 
Boston  extending  to  the  Massachu¬ 
setts  border,  including  all  of  Essex 
County  and  most  of  Middlesex 
County.  Currently,  order  prices  at 
pool  plants  located  in  Zone  4  in  south¬ 
eastern  New  Hampshire  are  3.6  cents 
per  hundredweight  lower  than  prices 
at  pool  plants  located  a  few  miles 
south  of  the  Massachusetts  border 
that  are  included  in  the  "nearby 
plant”  zone.  The  adopted  location  ad¬ 
justment  rate  of  1.8  cents  would  result 
in  a  5.4-cent  difference  in  price  be¬ 
tween  these  plants  that  are  within  a 
few  miles  of  each  other.  This  price  dis¬ 
parity  problem  can  be  rectified  by  ex¬ 
cluding  a  portion  of  northeastern  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  from  the  eastern  (zone  1) 
zone. 

Another  reason  for  excluding  areas 
north  and  northwest  of  Boston  from 
zone  1  is  the  obvious  fact  that  plants 
in  such  areas  are  located  closer  to  pro¬ 
duction  areas  in  Maine,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  and  Vermont  than  plants  in  the 
Boston  area.  Several  cooperative  asso¬ 
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ciation  witnessess  presented  testimony 
with  respect  to  hauling  costs  incurred 
in  moving  milk  southward  from  these 
northern  areas.  They  indicated  that  it 
costs  less  to  move  milk  to  northeastern 
Massachusetts  than  to  Boston.  Conse¬ 
quently,  it  would  not  be  appropriate  to 
extend  a  zone  1  price,  which  reflects 
total  hauling  costs  to  Boston,  to  plants 
located  some  40  miles  north  of  Boston. 

The  border  of  zone  1  in  northeastern 
Massachusetts  should  be  Massachu¬ 
setts  highway  No.  128.  It  represents  a 
clearly  recognizable  and  distinguish¬ 
able  zone  boundary  around  Boston  at 
a  distance  of  approximately  10  miles 
from  the  city.  Plants  located  to  the 
north  and  the  northwest  of  such  high¬ 
way  will  be  in  either  zones  2,  3,  or  4  de¬ 
pending  on  their  distance  from 
Boston.  Consequently,  price  differ¬ 
ences  among  plants  that  are  located 
within  a  few  miles  of  each  other  would 
not  be  expected  to  exceed  1.8  cents  per 
hundredweight.  Plants  located  in 
these  zones  would  have  location  ad¬ 
justments  that  relate  to  the  cost  of 
transporting  bulk  milk  from  produc¬ 
tion  areas  to  the  north  and  west. 

Additional  territory  in  Worcester 
County  that  was  proposed  to  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  eastern  zone  should  not 
be  included  in  zone  1.  There  are  no 
pool  plants  located  in  this  area  and  no 
testimony  was  presented  to  indicate  a 
special  need  for  its  inclusion. 

Testimony  by  cooperative  witnesses 
concerning  the  cost  of  moving  milk 
from  north  to  south  might  indicate 
the  need  for  a  relatively  higher  price 
in  Providence  than  Boston.  Providence 
is  46  miles  southwest  of  Boston  and  as 
such  is  more  distant  from  the  north¬ 
ern  production  areas.  However,  Provi¬ 
dence  is  relatively  closer  to  production 
areas  in  New  York  than  heavy  produc¬ 
tion  areas  in  northern  Vermont.  Also, 
most  of  the  heavy  production  areas  in 
east  central  New  York  are  either 
nearer  to  Providence  or  are  virtually 
equidistant  to  Providence  and  Boston. 
Therefore,  a  higher  price  in  Provi¬ 
dence  relative  to  Boston  in  view  of 
north  to  south  movements  is  not  nec¬ 
essary  in  view  of  west  to  east  move¬ 
ments  of  milk  that  can  be  made  to  sat¬ 
isfy  the  fluid  milk  requirements  of 
Providence  area  handlers. 

Plants  located  in  areas  that  are  cur¬ 
rently  within  the  “nearby  plant”  zone 
that  are  not  located  in  the  geographi¬ 
cally  defined  pricing  zones  provided 
herein  should  be  zoned  on  the  basis  of 
mileage  from  the  nearer  of  Providence 
or  Boston,  as  proposed.  In  addition  to 
establishing  a  “buffer”  zone  between 
eastern  and  western  consumption  cen¬ 
ters,  it  is  consistent  with  the  overall 
objective  of  encouraging  eastward  and 
southward  movements  of  milk  towards 
the  major  consumption  centers  of 
Boston  and  Providence.  Class  I  prices 
at  any  plants  so  zoned  will  thus  be 


20,  1978 


31152 


PROPOSED  RULES 


based  on  the  fact  that  the  plant  is  lo¬ 
cated  nearer  to  the  major  sources  of 
supply  relative  to  the  nearest  primary 
market  center  of  Boston  or  Provi¬ 
dence. 

The  arguments  of  proprietary  han¬ 
dlers  who  are  opposed  to  restructuring 
the  pricing  system  in  the  “nearby 
plant”  zone  are  not  convincing.  They 
indicated  that  it  would  be  more  diffi¬ 
cult  for  Boston  area  handlers  to  com¬ 
pete  for  sales  in  areas  west  of  Boston, 
such  as  Worcester,  with  handlers  lo¬ 
cated  in  lower  priced  zones.  Conse¬ 
quently,  they  contend  that  prices  at 
Worcester  area  plants,  as  well  as  prices 
at  plants  throughout  the  “nearby 
plant”  zone,  should  be  the  same  as 
those  at  Boston  and  Providence. 

Such  argument  does  not  recognize 
the  failure  of  the  current  pricing 
structure  to  reflect  the  lower  value  of 
milk  delivered  to  plants  located  closer 
to  the  primary  production  areas  for 
the  market.  The  application  of  prices 
at  Worcester  area  plants  at  the  same 
level  as  Boston  area  plants  results  in 
over-valuing  milk  in  the  former  area 
by  at  least  the  additional  cost  of  trans¬ 
porting  bulk  from  Worcester  to 
Boston.  Worcester  is  located  40  miles 
west  of  Boston  and  is  nearer  to  pro¬ 
duction  areas  in  New  York.  Conse¬ 
quently,  milk  delivered  to  Worcester  is 
not  worth  as  much  at  that  location  as 
milk  delivered  to  Boston. 

The  pricing  structure  provided 
herein  is  intended  also  to  provide 
greater  assurance  that  adequate  sup¬ 
plies  of  milk  will  be  made  available  to 
distributing  plants  in  the  Boston/ 
Providence  segment  of  the  market. 
This  can  best  be  effected  by  providing 
plant  location  adjustments  to  the  class 
I  and  blended  prices  in  the  present 
“nearby  plant”  zone  that  reflect  the 
cost  of  moving  milk  across  such  zone 
from  country  supply  plants.  If  the 
present  “nearby  plant”  zone  were  re¬ 
tained,  it  would  be  necessary  to  limit 
the  amount  of  the  location  adjust¬ 
ments  under  the  order  to  cover  trans¬ 
portation  costs  in  moving  milk  from 
country  supply  plants  to  the  northern 
and  western  edge  of  the  zone  and 
thereby  rely  on  either  producers  or 
handlers  to  subsidize  the  additional 
cost  of  transporting  milk  across  such 
zone. 

As  indicated.  New  York  and  Ver¬ 
mont  represent  the  largest  sources  of 
supply  for  the  New  England  market. 
Also,  the  Boston/Providence  area  is 
the  principal  consumption  center  of 
the  market.  Any  pricing  structure  that 
is  intended  to  encourage  orderly  mar¬ 
keting  conditions  must  recognize  the 
above  factors  and  provide  the  incen¬ 
tive  for  milk  to  move  from  the  produc¬ 
tion  areas  to  the  major  consumption 
center.  The  pricing  structure  provided 
herein  recognizes  these  relevant  fac¬ 
tors  and  should  be  more  effective  in 


promoting  orderly  marketing  condi¬ 
tions  to  the  benefit  of  the  entire 
market  than  the  maintenance  of  a 
“flat”  price  throughout  the  current 
“nearby  plant”  zone. 

3.  Class  I  price  differential.  The 
present  class  I  differential  of  $2.58 
that  is  applicable  at  the  21st  zone 
should  be  reduced  to  $2.42.  With  the 
adopted  location  adjustment  schedule, 
this  would  result  in  a  class  I  differen¬ 
tial  at  zone  1  of  $2.92,  compared  with 
$2.98  presently. 

A  basic  purpose  of  the  hearing  was 
to  consider  proposals  that  were  de¬ 
signed  to  improve  class  I  price 
alinement  between  the  New  England 
market  and  the  New  York-New  Jersey 
market.  Cooperative  associations  and 
proprietary  handlers  offered  a  number 
of  proposals  which  they  believed 
would  improve  intermarket  price 
alinement. 

Proponent  witnesses  contended  that 
the  amendments  to  the  New  York-New 
Jersey  Federal  order  that  became  ef¬ 
fective  on  November  1,  1977,  changed 
the  class  I  milk  cost  alinement  be¬ 
tween  distributing  plants  in  the  order 
1  and  order  2  markets.  Various  wit¬ 
nesses  pointed  out  that  these  amend¬ 
ments  changed  the  cost  of  order  2 
class  I  milk  in  a  variety  of  ways.  The 
class  I  differential  was  lowered  15 
cents  per  hundredweight  and  the  han¬ 
dlers  now  receive  a  pool  transportation 
credit  of  15  cents  per  hundredweight 
on  all  farm  bulk  tank  milk  received  at 
their  plant.  Also,  the  transportation 
differentials  were  increased  from  1.2 
cents  per  10-mile  zone  to  1.8  cents  per 
10-mile  zone  for  the  first  20  zones  and 
to  1.5  cents  per  10-mile  zone  beyond 
the  201-210  mile  zone.  In  addition,  the 
negotiable  hauling  deduction  was  in¬ 
creased  from  10  cents  per 
hundredweight  to  15  cents  per 

hundredweight.  It  was  noted  that  an¬ 
other  amendment  affecting  the  cost  of 
class  I  milk  under  order  2  is  the  in¬ 
creased  direct  delivery  differential. 

The  direct  delivery  differential  for 
bulk  tank  milk  received  from  produc¬ 
ers  within  the  1-70  mile  zone  or  from 
producers  who  deliver  their  milk  in 
cans  to  plants  within  such  zones  was 
increased  from  5  cents  per 
hundredweight  to  15  cents  per 

hundredweight.  It  was  argued  that 

these  changes  could  result  in  various 
reductions  in  the  cost  of  class  I  milk  to 
an  order  2  plant  depending  upon  the 
freight  zone  from  which  the  milk  was 
received.  For  example,  a  witness  testi¬ 
fied  that  the  class  I  cost  for  milk  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  71-80,  141-150,  and 
201-210  mile  zones  in  the  order  2 
market  was  reduced  by  27.2  cents,  31.4 
cents,  and  35  cents  per 
hundredweight,  respectively. 

Proponent  witnesses  contended  that 
before  order  2  was  amended  southeast¬ 
ern  New  York  handlers  already  had  a 


significant  advantage  over  southern 
New  England  handlers  on  their  cost  of 
class  I  milk.  They  claimed  that  for 
milk  obtained  from  the  71-80,  141-150, 
and  201-210  mile  zones  by  New  York 
handlers  the  order  2  class  I  milk  cost 
advantage  over  the  “nearby  plant” 
zone  class  I  milk  cost  to  southern  New 
England  handlers  was  22  cents,  29 
cents,  and  38  cents,  respectively.  It  was 
claimed  that  since  November  1,  1977, 
these  differences  have  increased  to  49 
cents,  60  cents,  and  73  cents  per 
hundredweight,  respectively.  A  propo¬ 
nent  witness  contended  that  the  in¬ 
creased  cost  differences  have  created 
competitive  pressures  over  the  short 
run  and  if  not  minimized  will  have 
damaging  long-run  effects  on  the  New 
England  dairy  industry. 

A  Connecticut  handler  organization 
representative  expressed  particular 
concern  over  the  alinement  of  class  I 
milk  costs  between  order  2  distributing 
plants  in  Albany,  New  York  and  order 
1  distributing  plants  in  southwestern 
New  England.  The  witness  stated  that 
Albany  is  83  miles  from  Springfield, 
135  miles  from  Bridgeport,  Conn.,  164 
miles  from  Providence  and  171  miles 
from  Boston.  Using  a  transportation 
differential  rate  of  1.5  cents  per  10 
miles,  he  calculated  that  the  proper 
alinement  between  Albany  and  the 
order  1  "nearby  plant”  zone  would  re¬ 
quire  reducing  the  order  1  price  from 
13.5  to  27  cents  per  hundredweight  of 
milk.  He  contended  that  the  disparity 
between  his  calculated  alinement  and 
the  present  alinement  of  class  I  costs 
makes  it  very  apparent  that  eventual¬ 
ly  order  2  handlers  will  increase  their 
route  distribution  in  the  New  England 
market. 

A  spokesman  for  several  producer 
associations  was  in  full  agreement 
with  this  contention.  He  further  con¬ 
tended  that  the  present  alinement  of 
class  I  prices  between  order  1  and 
order  2  would  cause  a  substantial  loss 
of  class  I  sales  by  order  1  handlers  and 
create  disorderly  marketing.  The  wit¬ 
ness  stated  that  although  it  is  never 
an  easy  decision  to  lower  milk  prices, 
it  is  the  belief  of  the  cooperatives  he 
represents  that  there  must  be  a  de¬ 
crease  in  the  order  1  class  I  price  to 
correct  the  price  disparity  between  the 
two  orders. 

Witnesses  opposing  any  price  reduc¬ 
tion  presented  data  that  demonstrated 
that  there  had  not  been  a  substantial 
increase  in  class  I  sales  by  order  2 
bottlers  in  the  New  England  market¬ 
ing  area  since  the  New  York-New 
Jersey  order  was  amended.  On  the 
other  hand,  a  proponent  witness  noted 
that  there  is  not  complete  reciprocity 
of  health  inspections  between  New 
York,  Massachusetts,  and  Connecticut. 
He  contended  that  this  lack  of  reci¬ 
procity  is  one  of  the  main  reasons  that 
the  lower  class  I  costs  experienced  by 
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New  York  handlers  has  not  resulted  in 
the  immediate  influx  of  order  2 
packaged  milk  into  the  order  1 
market?  He  pointed  out,  however,  that 
a  number  of  bills  that  might  abolish 
this  lack  of  reciprocity  had  been  intro¬ 
duced  in  the  Massachusetts  House  of 
Representatives.  He  contended  that  if 
the  health  inspection  laws  are 
changed,  order  2  handlers  would  ac¬ 
quire  a  lot  of  fluid  milk  accounts  in 
the  New  England  marketing  area, 
thereby  forcing  several  New  England 
plants  to  close  because  of  a  loss  of 
sales. 

Presently,  there  is  an  order  1  han¬ 
dler  in  Danbury,  Conn.,  that  has  40 
percent  of  his  route  disposition  in  the 
order  2  marketing  area.  At  the  hear¬ 
ing,  this  handler  contended  that  the 
recent  changes  in  order  2  gave  his  New 
York  competitors  a  cost  advantage  of 
up  to  35  cents  per  100  pounds  of  class  I 
milk.  He  contended  that  the  interstate 
highway  system  makes  it  economically 
feasible  for  numerous  New  York  han¬ 
dlers  to  penetrate  the  western  Massa¬ 
chusetts  and  western  Connecticut 
class  I  markets.  Consequently,  he 
argued,  the  alinement  problem  not 
only  threatens  his  New  York  sales  but 
it  could  eventually  undermine  the 
entire  southwestern  New  England 
class  I  market.  He  stated  that  unless 
the  New  England  class  I  differential  is 
reduced  he  will  be  forced  to  adjust  his 
route  disposition  to  become  regulated 
by  order  2. 

Opponent  witnesses  also  presented 
data  demonstrating  that  the  route  dis¬ 
position  of  New  England  bottlers  in 
the  order  2  market  had  not  decreased 
since  the  recent  order  2  amendments. 
However,  a  Connecticut  order  1  bottler 
attributed  this  to  the  long-term  nature 
of  some  fluid  milk  supply  contracts. 
He  contended  that  since  school  and  in¬ 
stitutional  bid  contracts  are  binding 
for  an  entire  season,  the  misalinement 
of  class  I  costs  between  the  two  orders 
would  not  immediately  decrease  the 
class  I  sales  of  order  1  handlers  into 
the  order  2  marketing  area. 

Proponent  witnesses  were  also  con¬ 
cerned  about  the  potential  movement 
of  bulk  milk  from  order  2  plants  to 
order  1  plants.  The  proponents  con¬ 
tended  that  the  current  price  differ¬ 
ence  between  order  1  and  order  2  ex¬ 
ceeds  the  cost  of  transporting  bulk 
milk  from  an  order  2  plant  of  a  New 
England  plant.  Under  these  circum¬ 
stances,  they  claimed,  milk  might  be 
transshipped  from  an  order  2  plant  to 
a  high  class  I  use  plant  in  New  Eng¬ 
land  at  less  than  order  1  class  I  price. 
Proponents  argued  that  these  ship¬ 
ments  would  disrupt  the  competitive 
relationship  of  handlers  in  order  1  as 
well  as  result  in  the  loss  of  class  I  sales 
to  producers  on  the  New  England 
market. 


A  cooperative  association  witness  in¬ 
troduced  into  the  record  numerous 
statistics  portraying  the  recent  history 
of  milk  prices  and  production  in  the 
Northeast  markets.  During  August, 
September,  and  October  of  1977,  the 
order  1  blended  price  at  the  21st  zone 
was  31,  33,  and  35  cents  higher,  respec¬ 
tively  than  the  order  2  uniform  price 
at  the  201-210  mile  zone.  The  first  2 
months  that  the  amendments  to  order 
2  were  in  effect,  November  and  De¬ 
cember  of  1977,  the  differences  in¬ 
creased  to  53  and  55  cents  per 
hundredweight,  respectively.  Milk  pro¬ 
duced  in  New  York  and  New  England 
during  the  last  quarter  of  1977  exceed¬ 
ed  production  in  the  same  quarter  of 
1976  by  4  and  5  percent,  respectively. 
The  witness  believed  that  a  small  drop 
in  the  order  1  class  I  differential 
would  not,  at  this  time,  jeopardize 
that  ability  of  dairymen  to  adequately 
supply  the  class  I  needs  of  the  New 
England  market.  He  contended,  how¬ 
ever,  that  it  is  critical  that  the  proper 
price  alinement  be  achieved  to  prevent 
a  disorderly  flow  of  milk. 

Another  cooperative  association  wit¬ 
ness  contended  that  if  the  class  I  price 
under  order  1  is  not  reduced  there  will 
be  significant  shifts  in  route  disposi¬ 
tions  that  will  cause  drastic  reductions 
in  the  New  England  blended  price.  He 
noted  that  a  1-percent  drop  in  the 
order  1  class  I  utilization  would  result 
in  a  blended  price  decrease  of  approxi¬ 
mately  2.5  cents.  He  further  stated 
that  his  producer  association  is  willing 
to  sustain  a  small  reduction  in  blended 
prices,  due  to  a  decreased  class  I  price, 
to  prevent  the  loss  of  class  I  sales 
which  would  translate  into  a  much 
larger  reduction  later. 

Although  several  proprietary  han¬ 
dlers  and  numerous  cooperative  associ¬ 
ations  agreed  that  it  was  imperative 
that  the  New  England  class  I  price  be 
reduced,  they  did  not  concur  on'  the 
magnitude  of  this  reduction.  One  wit¬ 
ness  testifying  for  a  Connecticut  trade 
association  supported  the  alinement  of 
class  I  prices  which  existed  between 
order  1  and  order  2  distributing  plants 
prior  to  November  1,  1977.  To  rein¬ 
state  that  alinement,  the  association 
proposed  that  the  order  1  zone  21  fluid 
differential  be  lowered  30  cents,  to 
$2.28.  Numerous  cooperative  associ¬ 
ations  contended  instead,  that  a  reduc¬ 
tion  of  this  magnitude  was  not  neces¬ 
sary  and  advocated  reductions  ranging 
from  12  to  20  cents  per 
hundredweight.  Various  witnesses  sup¬ 
ported  a  class  I  differential  ranging 
for  the  proposed  Western  Zone  from 
$2.68  to  $2,854  and  for  the  proposed 
Eastern  Zone  from  $2.68  to  $2.98. 

Twenty-two  individual  dairy  farm 
operators  testified  during  the  course 
of  the  hearing.  The  dairymen  indicat¬ 
ed  strong  opposition  to  any  proposal 
that  would  result  in  a  decrease  in  the 


class  I  differential.  They  claimed  that 
dairy  farmers  cannot  afford  a  reduc¬ 
tion  in  their  returns  for  milk. 

Two  cooperative  associations  also 
testified  in  opposition  to  a  decrease  in 
the  class  I  differential.  The  witnesses 
claimed  that  production  costs  in  the 
order  1  milkshed  have  been  increasing 
and  returns  i.i  the  order  1  milkshed 
have  been  increasing  and  returns  to 
producers  have  not  been  keeping  up. 
The  cooperatives  contended  that  a  de¬ 
crease  in  the  New  England  class  I 
cifferential  would  be  contradictory  to 
the  higher  production  costs. 

Two  New  York-based  cooperatives 
with  members  shipping  to  New  Eng¬ 
land  handlers  opposed  a  decrease  in 
the  Boston  class  I  differential.  One  co¬ 
operative  association  witness  stated 
that  the  weighted  average  cost  of  class 
I  milk  to  an  order  2  New  York  City 
handler  is  $2.88  over  the  basic  formula 
price.  The  distance  from  Washington, 
D.C.,  to  New  York  is  235  miles  and 
from  New  York  to  Boston  is  208  miles. 
The  witness  contended  that  since  the 
price  spread  is  10  cents  between  Wash¬ 
ington  and  New  York  ($2.78  at  Wash¬ 
ington  versus  $2.28  at  New  York)  and 
10  cents  between  New  York  and 
Boston  ($2.88  at  New  York  versus 
$2.98  at  Boston),  it  would  be  logical 
and  consistent  to  continue  the  Boston 
price  at  $2.98.  However,  because  of  the 
close  proximity  of  the  proposed  west¬ 
ern  zone  to  New  York  City,  he  sup¬ 
ported  a  12-cent  decrease  in  the  west¬ 
ern  zone’s  class  I  differential. 

The  record  of  this  proceeding  does 
not  indicate  any  significant  changes  in 
handlers’  sales  patterns  or  changes  in 
the  volume  of  either  bulk  or  packaged 
milk  movements  between  the  order  1 
and  order  2  markets  since  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  order  2  on  November  1,  1977. 
However,  it  may  well  be  that  an  insuf¬ 
ficient  period  of  time  had  elapsed  be¬ 
tween  the  date  of  the  hearing  and  the 
order  2  amendments  for  any  such 
changes  to  occur.  Also,  it  may  well  be 
that  the  absence  of  health  reciprocity 
among  the  various  states  has  tended 
to  restrict  inter-order  milk  movements 
or  sales  pattern  changes  that  are  an¬ 
ticipated  by  those  supporting  a  de¬ 
crease  in  the  class  I  price  differential 
at  this  time.  Except  for  the  competi¬ 
tive  situation  faced  by  the  Danbury, 
Conn,  handler  who  has  route  disposi¬ 
tion  in  the  order  2  market,  the  record 
does  not  demonstrate  the  existence  of 
current  disorderly  marketing  condi¬ 
tions  resulting  from  the  current  rela¬ 
tionship  of  class  I  costs  between  the 
two  Federal  orders,  as  contended  by 
opponents  of  any  class  I  price  reduc¬ 
tion  in  New  England. 

Although  there  was  no  showing  on 
the  record  of  any  major  inter-market 
disorderly  marketing  conditions  attrib¬ 
utable  to  class  I  pricing,  the  potential 
for  such  conditions  clearly  exists.  It 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  43,  NO.  140— THURSDAY,  JULY  20,  1978 


31154 


PROPOSED  RULES 


would  not  be  unreasonable  to  expect 
some  eventual  change  in  the  reciproc¬ 
ity  arrangements  among  States  in  the 
Northeast  regarding  milk.  Should  milk 
begin  moving  freely  into  New  England, 
there  could  be  some  difficult  competi¬ 
tive  problems  facing  both  order  1  fluid 
milk  distributors  and  producers.  Order 
1  handlers  would  be  threatened  with  a 
loss  of  their  business  due  to  an  inabil¬ 
ity  to  compete  in  price  with  order  2 
distributors.  At  the  same  time,  the  es¬ 
tablished  outlets  of  New  England 
order  producers  would  be  jeopardized. 
Consequently,  it  is  reasonable  at  this 
time  to  establish  a  pricing  structure 
for  New  England  that  ties  in  properly 
with  the  order  2  market.  This  will  pro¬ 
vide  both  order  1  and  order  2  handlers 
with  the  opportunity  to  plan  their 
future  operations  within  the  pricing 
framework  that  presumably  would 
have  to  be  established  at  some  later 
time  in  response  to  changed  distribu¬ 
tion  patterns. 

It  must  be  noted  at  this  point  that 
the  revised  location  adjustments  and 
rezoning  of  the  “nearby  plant”  zone, 
which  are  necessary  to  reflect  in¬ 
creased  hauling  costs  and  current  pro¬ 
curement  patterns,  would  aid  material¬ 
ly  in  aligning  prices  in  western  New 
Enland  with  the  order  2  market.  How¬ 
ever,  in  increasing  the  location  adjust¬ 
ment  rate,  it  is  necessary  to  determine 
whether  the  present  class  I  price  dif¬ 
ferential  at  the  21st  zone  should  be 
continued,  which  would  necessitate  a 
higher  price  at  zone  1,  or  whether  the 
Boston  price  should  be  continued, 
which  would  require  a  lower  price  at 
the  21st  zone,  or  whether  some  combi¬ 
nation  of  adjustments  is  necessary.  In 
deciding  this  issue,  recognition  should 
be  given  to  inter-market  price  align¬ 
ment  problems. 

Two  basic  price  alignment  concerns 
were  presented  by  order  1  handlers. 
One  is  the  disparity  in  fluid  milk  costs 
between  order  2  handlers  in  the 
Albny,  N.Y.  area  and  order  1  handlers 
supplying  the  New  England  market. 
The  other  concern  is  the  disparity  in 
class  I  milk  costs  between  handlers 
under  order  2  who  are  in  the  New 
York  City  metropolitan  area  and  order 
1  handlers  in  the  southwestern  part  of 
the  New  England  area. 

The  record  demonstrates  that  the 
order  1  class  I  differential  is  not  in 
harmony  with  the  current  market  sit¬ 
uation.  The  value  that  the  order  atta¬ 
ches  to  milk  affects  the  degree  to 
which  order  1  handlers  are  able  to 
compete  effectively  with  handlers  reg¬ 
ulated  under  other  orders.  Thus,  revi¬ 
sion  of  the  order  1  class  I  differential 
is  essential  if  orderly  and  stable  mar¬ 
keting  conditions  for  handlers  and 
producers  in  the  New  England  market 
are  to  be  assured. 

The  record  shows  that  there  is  a  sig¬ 
nificant  amount  of  inter-market  class  I 


milk  sales  competition  between  an 
order  1  handler  whose  plant  is  in  Dan¬ 
bury,  Conn,  and  order  2  handlers  lo¬ 
cated  in  the  New  York  City  metropoli¬ 
tan  area.  The  area  of  overlapping  sales 
competition  is  in  the  order  2  market¬ 
ing  area.  However,  if  the  order  1  han¬ 
dler  oat  Danbury  were  to  adjust  his 
sales  volume  in  the  respective  markets 
to  become  pooled  in  the  order  2 
market,  he  undoubtedly  would  contin¬ 
ue  to  maintain  a  significant  amount  of 
his  class  I  milk  sales  in  the  order  1 
market  in  competition  with  order  1 
handlers.  In  these  circumstances  or¬ 
derly  marketing  would  be  enhanced  if 
the  class  I  price  level  established  for  a 
plant  in  Danbury,  Conn,  was  the  same 
under  both  orders.  Thus,  if  this  han¬ 
dler  shifts  regulation  between  orders  it 
.would  have  no  impact  on  the  class  I 
price  relationship  faced  by  such  a  han¬ 
dler  and  his  competitors  in  either 
market. 

The  record  indicates  that  on  the 
basis  of  the  costs  of  procuring  milk 
from  supply  plants  and  directly  from 
farms  and  the  relative  proportions 
from  each  source,  the  weighted  aver¬ 
age  cost  of  class  I  milk  to  an  order  2 
New  York  City  handler  is  $2.88  over 
the  basic  formula  price.  The  order  1 
distributing  plant  at  Danbury,  Conn, 
is  located  in  the  order  2  41-50  mile 
zone.  Plants  in  the  order  2  41-50  mile 
zone  have  a  class  I  location  differen¬ 
tial  that  is  7.2  cents  lower  than  the 
differential  applicable  at  New  York 
City  plants.  Under  the  order  1  zoning 
adopted  herein,  Danbury  and  the  rest 
of  western  Connecticut  would  be  in 
zone  7  and  Boston  would  be  in  zone  1. 
Also,  the  adopted  class  I  location  ad¬ 
justment  for  zone  1  would  be  10.8 
cents  higher  than  that  adopted  for 
zone  7.  Therefore,  for  the  two  markets 
to  properly  aligned  under  these  cir¬ 
cumstances,  Boston  must  have  a  class 
I  differential  of  $2.92  ($2.88- 

7.2c  +  10.8e=$2.92).  Since  the  adopted 
zone  1  location  adjustment  under 
order  1  would  be  plus  50  cents,  the 
order  1  class  I  differential  at  zone  21 
should  be  $2.42  over  the  basic  formula 
price  for  the  second  preceding  month. 

Numerous  witnesses  were  concerned 
about  the  class  I  cost  alignment  be¬ 
tween  the  Albany,  N.Y.  area  and  the 
southwestern  New  England.  The  aver¬ 
age  differential  cost  to  an  order  2 
Albany  handler  in  the  131-140  mile 
zone  for  class  I  bulk  tank  milk  ob¬ 
tained  directly  from  farms  in  that 
zone  is  $2,376  per  hundereweight.  This 
consists  of  the  class  I  differential  of 
$2,376  that  is  applicable  at  the  town¬ 
ship  pricing  points  in  that  zone,  a  30- 
cent  farm-to-plant  hauling  cost,  a  pool 
transportation  credit  to  the  handler  of 
15  cents,  and  the  maximum  hauling 
deduction  negotiated  with  the  produc¬ 
er  of  15  cents.  By  comparison,  the  dif¬ 
ferential  cost  for  class  I  milk  obtained 


directly  from  farms  by  an  order  1 
plant  in  Springfield  or  Hartford  would 
be  $2,794  and  $2,812,  respectively, 
under  the  order  changes  adopted 
herein.  To  compete  in  either  of  these 
cities,  an  Albany  handler  would  incur 
the  additional  costs  of  moving 
packaged  milk  from  Albany  to  the  re¬ 
spective  areas.  Albany  is  82  miles  from 
Springfield  and  102  miles  from  Hart¬ 
ford.  A  Purdue  University  study  of 
1976  packaged  milk  transportation 
costs  that  was  placed  in  the  record  in¬ 
dicates  that  the  average  fixed  hauling 
cost  was  10.03  cents  per 
hundredweight  and  the  average  vari¬ 
able  cost  was  0.319  cents  per  mile.  The 
application  of  this  formula  to  the  dis¬ 
tances  between  Albany  and  Spring- 
field  and  Albany  and  Hartford  yields  a 
transportation  cost  of  36.2  cents 
(. 3 19*  x  82 +  10.030  and  42.6  cents 
(.319c  x  102  +  10.03c),  respectively. 
When  added  to  the  average  differen¬ 
tial  cost  at  Albany  of  $2,376,  these 
transportation  rates  yield  a  class  I  cost 
at  Springfield  of  $2,738  and  at  Hart¬ 
ford  of  $2,802.  While  it  is  recognised 
that  these  costs  are  slightly  less  than 
the  order  1  class  I  differentials  adopt¬ 
ed  herein  for  Springfield  and  Hart¬ 
ford,  competition  from  the  order  1 
uniform  price  to  producers  could  force 
Albany  bottlers  to  pay  New  York  pro¬ 
ducers  more  than  the  applicable  order 
2  uniform  price.  As  previously  stated, 
the  order  1  uniform  price  exceeds  the 
order  2  uniform  price  by  some  50  cents 
per  hundredweight. 

One  witness  claimed  that  order  2 
Albany  area  handlers  were  not  paying 
over-order  prices  for  milk.  However,  it 
is  noted  that  their  supplies  were  not 
approved  for  class  I  use  in  Massachu¬ 
setts  or  Connecticut.  Springfield  and 
Hartford  handlers  cannot  bottle  milk 
that  has  not  been  approved  by  their 
respective  State’s  health  authority. 
Consequently,  they  have  not  been 
competing  with  Albany  handlers  for 
this  production.  Also,  Albany  handlers 
cannot  supply  the  fluid  milk  markets 
in  Massachusetts  or  Connecticut 
unless  all  their  milk  supply  is  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  respective  health  au¬ 
thority.  However,  if  the  New  York  pro¬ 
ducers  gain  this  health  approval,  they 
will  have  a  substantial  price  incentive 
to  obtain  a  pooling  outlet  under  order 
1.  Consequently,  it  can  be  expected  in 
this  case  that  order  2  handlers  located 
in  the  order  1  supply  area  would  have 
to  pay  significantly  more  than  the 
order  2  minimum  uniform  price  to 
these  producers  or  incur  additional 
transportation  costs  in  procuring  an 
alternative  supply  from  beyond  the 
normal  order  1  supply  area  in  New 
York  State. 

The  resolution  of  the  complex 
pricing  issues  involved  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  cannot  be  contingent  upon  the 
maintenance  of  the  current  level  of  re- 
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turns  to  order  1  producers.  Any  action 
to  make  order  1  milk  more  competitive 
with  order  2  milk  necessarily  requires 
some  reduction  in  returns.  The  propo¬ 
nent  cooperatives  fully  realize  that 
their  proposals  would  have  this  effect. 
Although  some  producers  testified  at 
the  hearing  that  the  maintenance  of 
the  present  level  of  returns  should  be 
an  overriding  consideration,  such  testi¬ 
mony  was  presented  on  behalf  of  a  rel¬ 
atively  small  segment  of  the  market’s 
producers. 

An  additional  point  that  an  oppo¬ 
nent  raised  at  the  hearing  was  that 
the  class  I  price  should  not  be  reduced 
at  a  time  when  the  cost  of  hauling  al¬ 
ternative  milk  supplies  from  the  Min¬ 
nesota- Wisconsin  area  is  increasing. 
The  cooperatives  did  not  demonstrate, 
however,  that  the  class  I  price  under 
the  proposed  order  changes  would  not 
be  reasonably  coordinated  with  prices 
in  the  Midwest.  Their  concern  in  this 
regard  is  not  persuasive,  since  there 
are  fully  adequate  supplies  of  milk 
produced  in  the  order  1  and  order  2 
milksheds  for  these  markets. 

The  amendments  provided  herein 
would  result  in  an  average  decrease  of 
about  7  cents  per  hundredweight  in  re¬ 
turns  to  order  1  producers.  This  is  sig¬ 
nificantly  less  than  1  percent  of  the 
prevailing  pay  price  to  producers.  The 
slightly  lower  returns  should  not  jeop¬ 
ardize  the  maintainance  of  adequate 
supplies  of  pure  and  wholesome  milk 
for  the  New  England  market. 

4.  Conforming  changes.  In  the  as¬ 
signment  provisions  of  the  order,  the 
terms  “zone  nearest  to  Boston”  and 
“most  distant  zone  from  Boston”  are 
used  to  specify  that  certain  skim  milk 
and  butterfat  assignments  to  classes 
should  be  made  in  sequence  according 
to  the  location  of  the  plants  from 
which  the  milk  was  received.  Since  the 
amendments  adopted  herein  provide 
lor  the  use  of  Boston  and  Providence 
as  basing  points,  the  above-cited  terms 
are  changed  to  “lowest  numbered 
zone”  and  “highest  numbered  zone”  to 
conform  with  the  intent  of  the  present 
provisions  of  the  order. 

The  assignment  provisions  of  the 
order  provide  that  at  pool  distributing 
plants  that  have  received  bulk  fluid 
milk  from  pool  plants  located  outside 
the  nearby  plant  zone,  prior  assign¬ 
ment  of  a  certain  amount  of  receipts 
from  producers  and  cooperative  associ¬ 
ation  bulk  tank  handlers  be  made  to 
class  II.  Such  assignment,  commonly 
referred  to  as  the  “set-aside”,  reflects 
the  fact  that  there  is  a  certain  amount 
of  unavoidable  class  II  use  at  pool  dis¬ 
tributing  plants.  This  “set-aside”  is  for 
the  purpose  of  assigning  milk  receipts 
from  other  pool  plants  to  class  I  so 
that  a  transportation  allowance  would 
be  effected  on  transfers  of  milk  from 
pool  plants  to  pool  distrubuting  plants 
located  in  higher  priced  zones.  (Such 


assignment  is  to  be  made  in  sequence 
beginning  with  the  lowest  numbered 
zone.) 

There  are  three  pool  manufacturing 
plants  located  in  the  present  nearby 
plant  zone.  Skim  milk  is  frequently 
transferred  from  these  plants  to  pool 
distributing  plants  for  use  in  fluid 
milk  product  disposition.  To  carry  out 
the  intent  of  the  multiple  zone  price 
structure  adopted  herein  in  place  of 
the  nearby  plant  zone,  transfers  of 
bulk  fluid  milk  products  for  class  I  use 
should  be  encouraged  between  plants 
in  the  territory  that  has  been  in  the 
nearby  plant  zone.  Otherwise,  milk 
from  more  distant  sources  would  need 
to  be  moved  for  class  I  use  at  pool  dis¬ 
tributing  plants.  To  aid  in  encouraging 
class  I  use  of  any  available  reserve 
milk  at  plants  in  the  present  nearby 
plant  zone,  the  present  term  “pool 
plants  located  outside  the  nearby 
plant  zone”  as  contained  in  the  assign¬ 
ment  provisions  should  be  changed  to 
“other  pool  plants”. 

The  “Plant  location  adjustments” 
section  of  the  order  now  provides  for 
the  use  of  “Mileage  Guide  No.  10.  and 
supplements  to  and  revisions  thereof, 
issued  by  Household  Goods  Carriers’ 
Bureau,  Agent,  Arlington,  Va.”  Mile¬ 
age  guide  No.  11  has  been  issued,  and  a 
proposal  was  made  that  the  new  mile¬ 
age  guide  No.  11  be  used  in  place  of 
mileage  guide  No.  10.  The  adopted 
order  language  so  provides,  since  the 
new  mileage  guide  represents  a  revi¬ 
sion  of  mileage  guide  No.  10. 

A  proprietary  handler  proposed  that 
a  conforming  change  be  made  in  the 
“payments  to  producers”  section  of 
the  order.  This  section  states  that  a 
handler  may  elect  to  pay  producers  at 
the  price  applicable  at  the  zone  loca¬ 
tion  of  the  plant  from  which  his  milk 
is  diverted  if  it  is  diverted  to  a  plant  in 
a  lower-priced  zone.  Under  this  option 
the  handler  can  quote  his  producers  a 
single  pay  price  that  is  at  least  the 
minimum  order  price.  Proponent  han¬ 
dler  would  like  to  be  able  to  quote  his 
producers  a  single  price  when  he  di¬ 
verts  their  milk  to  plants  in  either 
lower  or  higher  price  zones.  Such  han¬ 
dler  operates  two  distributing  plants 
under  the  order  that  have  been  in  the 
same  pricing  zone  but  which  would  be 
placed  in  separate  price  zones  under 
the  provisions  adopted  herein.  This 
handler  diverts  his  producer  milk  sup¬ 
plies  between  his  plants  but  prefers  to 
be  able  to  quote  such  producers  a 
single  plant  price  and  a  single  hauling 
rate  so  that  all  his  producers  in  a 
given  procurement  area  receive  the 
same  net  price  irrespective  of  the 
plant  to  which  the  milk  was  actually 
delivered.  Moreover,  the  handler 
states  that  such  payrolling  practice  fa¬ 
cilitates  more  simplified  computer 
payrolling  operations  in  his  account¬ 
ing  department. 


Under  the  proposals  to  provide  sev¬ 
eral  zones  within  the  present  “nearby 
plant”  zone,  this  handler  would  desire 
to  pay  producers  on  the  basis  of  one 
price  and  one  hauling  rate  when  their 
milk  is  diverted  to  either  a  higher  or 
lower  price  zone.  This  practice  can  be 
accommodated  under  the  order  as  long 
as  the  resulting  net  payment  to  each 
producer  is  not  less  than  that  other¬ 
wise  required  on  the  basis  of  the  milk 
being  priced  at  the  location  of  the 
plant  where  physically  received.  For 
example,  a  handler  may  procure  milk 
from  a  producer  on  the  basis  of  the 
blended  price  and  hauling  rate  to  his 
plant  in  zone  7  but  divert  milk  to  a 
plant  in  a  higher-priced  zone  and  pay 
the  additional  hauling  cost  on  the 
milk  diverted  to  the  higher-priced 
zone.  Such  producer  would  receive  the 
same  net  price  as  if  he  were  to  incur  a 
higher  hauling  charge  on  the  milk  di¬ 
verted  (in  the  amount  of  the  differ¬ 
ence  in  the  plant  location  adjustments 
for  the  two  plants)  and  be  paid  the 
blended  price  at  the  plant  to  which 
the  milk  was  diverted. 

It  is  concluded  that  a  handler  should 
be  accommodated  in  procuring  milk 
from  a  producer  on  the  basis  of  a 
single  pay  price  and  a  single  hauling 
rate  deduction,  as  long  as  the  net  pay¬ 
ment  to  the  producer  is  not  less  than 
that  otherwise  required  on  the  basis  of 
pricing  at  the  plant  where  the  milk  is 
physically  received. 

Ruling  on  Proposed  Findings  and 
Conclusions 

Briefs  and  proposed  findings  and 
conclusions  were  filed  on  behalf  of  cer¬ 
tain  interested  parties.  These  briefs, 
proposed  findings  and  conclusions  and 
the  evidence  in  the  record  were  consid¬ 
ered  in  making  the  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  set  forth  above.  To  the  extent 
that  the  suggested  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  filed  by  interested  parties  are 
inconsistent  with  the  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  set  forth  herein,  the  requests 
to  make  such  findings  or  reach  such 
conclusions  are  denied  for  the  reasons 
previously  stated  in  this  decision. 

General  Findings 

The  findings  and  determinations 
hereinafter  set  forth  are  supplemen¬ 
tary  and  in  addition  to  the  findings 
and  determinations  previously  made  in 
connection  with  the  issuance  of  the 
aforesaid  order  and  of  the  previously 
issued  amendments  thereto;  and  all  of 
said  previous  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  are  hereby  ratified  and  affirmed, 
except  insofar  as  such  findings  and  de¬ 
terminations  may  be  in  conflict  with 
the  findings  and  determinations  set 
forth  herein: 

(a)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended,  and  all  of  the 
terms  and  conditions  thereof,  will  tend 
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to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
act  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of 
feeds,  and  other  economic  conditions 
which  affect  market  supply  and 
demand  for  milk  in  the  marketing 
area,  and  the  minimum  prices  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended,  are  such  prices 
as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors, 
insure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure 
and  wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the 
public  interest;  and 

(c)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended,  will  regulate  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  same  manner 
as,  and  will  be  applicable  only  to  per¬ 
sons  in  the  respective  classes  of  indus¬ 
trial  and  commercial  activity  specified 
in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon  which 
a  hearing  has  been  held. 

Recommended  Marketing  Agreement 
and  Order  Amending  the  Order 

The  recommended  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  is  not  included  in  this  decision 
because  the  regulatory  provisions 
thereof  would  be  the  same  as  those 
contained  in  the  order,  as  hereby  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended.  The  following 
order  amending  the  order,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in 
the  New  England  marketing  area  is 
recommended  as  the  detailed  and  ap¬ 
propriate  means  by  which  the  forego¬ 
ing  conclusions  may  be  carried  out: 

1.  Section  1001.43(c)  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  1001.43  Assignment  of  receipts  to  classes 
in  general. 

*  •  *  *  * 

(c)  If  receipts  from  more  than  one 
plant  are  to  be  assigned  under  a  para¬ 
graph  in  §  1001.45  or  §  1001.47,  the  re¬ 
ceipts  shall  be  assigned  in  sequence  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  zone  locations  of  the 
plants,  beginning  with  the  plant  in  the 
lowest  numbered  zone  for  assignment 
to  class  I  milk  and  beginning  with  the 
plant  in  the  highest  numbered  zone 
for  assignments  to  class  II  milk. 

§  1001.46  [Amended] 

2.  In  §  1001.46(c),  the  words  “zone 
nearest  to  Boston”  are  changed  to 
read  “lowest  numbered  zone”. 

§  1001.47  [Amended] 

3.  In  §  1001.47(a),  the  words  “pool 
plants  located  outside  the  nearby 
plant  zone”  are  changed  to  read 
“other  pool  plants”. 


§  1001.50  [Amended] 

4.  In  §  1001.50(a),  the  number 
“$2.58”  is  changed  to  “$2.42”. 

5.  Section  1001.52  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1001.52  Plant  location  adjustments. 

The  class  I  and.  blended  prices  com¬ 
puted  under  §§  1001.50  and  1001.61 
shall  be  subject  to  plant  location  ad¬ 
justments  based  upon  the  zone  loca¬ 
tions  of  plants.  The  zone  location  of 
any  plant  and  the  location  adjust¬ 
ments  applicable  to  each  zone  location 
shall  be  determined  as  specified  in  this 
section.  s 

(a)  Each  plant  that  is  located  in  the 
State  of  Rhode  Island,  the  Massachu¬ 
setts  counties  of  Barnstable,  Bristol, 
Dukes,  Norfolk,  Plymouth  or  Suffolk, 
or  between  Boston  and  Massachusetts 
Highway  Route  No.  128  shall  be  in 
zone  1. 

(b)  Each  plant  that  is  located  in  the 
Connecticut  counties  of  Fairfield, 
Hartford,  Litchfield,  Middlesex  (only 
the  townships  of  Cromwell,  Durham, 
Haddam,  Middlefield,  Middletown,  or 
Portland),  New  Haven,  or  Tolland 
(only  the  townships  of  Ellington  or 
Somers)  shall  be  in  zone  7. 

(c)  Each  plant  that  is  located  in  the 
Massachusetts  counties  of  Hampden 
(except  the  townships  of  Brimfield, 
Holland,  Monson,  Palmer,  or  Wales)  or 
Hampshire  (except  the  township  of 
Ware)  shall  be  in  zone  8. 

(d)  The  zone  location  of  each  plant 
in  the  States  of  Connecticut  or  Massa¬ 
chusetts  (except  Berkshire  County) 
that  is  outside  the  areas  specified  in 
paragraphs  (a),  (b)  or  (c)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  be  based  upon  its  highway 
mileage  distance  to  the  nearer  of 
Boston,  Massachusetts,  or  Providence, 
R.I.  The  distance  for  each  plant  shall 
be  the  mileage  between  the  applicable 
basing  point  and  the  named  point 
nearest  to  the  plant,  measured  to  the 
greatest  extent  possible  over  roads 
designated  as  principal  roads,  on  the 
road  maps  specified  in  paragraph  (e) 
of  this  section. 

(e)  The  zone  location  of  each  plant 
that  is  outside  the  areas  specified  in 
paragraphs  (a)  through  (d)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  be  based  upon  its  highway 
mileage  distance  to  Boston,  Mass.,  as 
determined  by  use  of  mileage  guide 
No.  11,  and  supplements  to  and  revi¬ 
sions  thereof,  issued  by  Household 
Goods  Carriers’  Bureau,  Agent,  Arling¬ 
ton,  Va.  The  mileages  used  shall  be 
those  shown  between  designated  key 
points  in  the  mileage  charts,  and  be¬ 
tween  named  points  on  the  appropri¬ 
ate  State  road  maps,  as  published  in 
the  mileage  guide.  In  any  instance  in 
which  the  map  does  not  clearly  show 
the  mileage  between  points  on  a  road, 
the  mileage  used  shall  be  the  mileage 
as  determined  by  the  highway  author¬ 
ity  for  the  State  in  which  the  road  is 


located.  The  distance  for  each  plant 
shall  be  the  mileage  between  Boston 
and  the  named  point  nearest  to  the 
plant,  as  shown  in  the  mileage  charts. 
If  that  named  point  is  not  listed  in  the 
mileage  charts,  the  distance  for  the 
plant  shall  be  the  lowest  mileage  dis¬ 
tance  between  Boston  and  that  named 
point,  computed  as  follows: 

(1)  Determine  from  the  charts  the 
mileage  between  Boston  and  each  of 
the  three  key  points  nearest  to  the 
named  point  which  are  nearer  to 
Boston  than  the  named  point;  and 

(2)  For  each  of  these  key  points,  add 
to  the  result  in  paragraph  (e)(1)  of 
this  section  the  mileage  between  the 
key  point  and  the  named  point,  meas¬ 
ured  to  the  greatest  extent  possible 
over  roads  designated  as  principal 
roads. 

(f)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions 
of  paragraph  (e)  of  this  section,  for 
any  named  point  located  in  Maine, 
New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  New  York, 
or  Berkshire  County,  Mass.,  determine 
the  highway  mileage  distance  between 
Boston  and  the  named  point  by  use  of 
the  appropriate  State  maps  contained 
in  mileage  guide  No.  7,  issued  by 
Household  Goods  Carriers’  Bureau, 
Agent,  Arlington,  Va.  Such  distance 
shall  be  the  lowest  highway  mileage 
between  Boston  and  the  named  point 
on  the  map,  over  roads  designated 
thereon  as  paved,  all-weather  roads.  In 
the  event  that  the  named  point  is  not 
located  on  a  through,  paved,  all- 
weather  road,  such  other  roads  shall 
be  used  to  reach  a  through,  paved,  all- 
weather  road  as  will  result  in  the 
lowest  highway  mileage  to  Boston, 
except  that  such  other  roads  shall  not 
be  used  for  a  distance  of  more  than  15 
miles  if  it  is  otherwise  possible  to  con¬ 
nect  with  a  through,  paved,  all-weath¬ 
er  road.  In  any  instance  in  which  the 
map  does  not  clearly  show  the  mileage 
between  points  on  a  road,  the  mileage 
used  shall  be  the  mileage  as  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  highway  authority  for 
the  State  in  which  the  road  is  located. 
The  mileage  so  determined,  or  the 
mileage  determined  under  paragraph 
(e)  of  this  section,  whichever  is  less, 
shall  be  considered  to  be  the  lowest 
highway  mileage  distance  between 
Boston  and  the  named  point. 

(g)  The  location  adjustments  for 
each  plant  shall  be  the  amounts 
shown  in  the  following  table  for  the 
zone  in  which  the  plant  is  located: 

Location  Adjustments  for  Determination 
of  Zone  Price 


Distance  to  basing 
point  (miles) 

Plant  location 
zone 

Class  I  and 
blended  price 
adjustments ' 

1  to  10 . 

i . 

+  50.0 

11  to  20 . 

2 . 

+  48.2 

21  to  30 . 

3 . 

+  46.4 

31  to  40 . 

4 . 

+  44.6 

41  to  50...'. . 

5 . 

+  42.8 
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Location  Adjustments  for  Determination 


of  Zone  Price— Continued 

Distance  to  basing 
point  (miles) 

Plant  location  Class  I  and 
zone  blended  price 

adjustments  ‘ 

51  to  60 . 

6 . 

+  41.0 

61  to  70 . 

7 . 

+  39.2 

71  to  80 . 

8 . 

+  37.4 

81  to  90 . 

9 . 

+  35.6 

91  to  100 . 

10 . 

+  33.8 

101  to  110 . 

11 . 

+  32.0 

Ill  to  120 . 

12 . 

+  30.2 

121  to  130 . 

13 . 

+  28.4 

131  to  140 . 

14 . 

+  26.6 

141  to  150 . 

15 . 

+  10.8 

151  to  160 . 

16 . 

+9.0 

161  to  170 . 

17 . 

+7.2 

171  to  180 . 

18 . 

+  5.4 

181  to  190 . 

19 . 

+  3.6 

191  to  200 . 

20 . 

+  1.8 

201  to  210 . 

21 . 

+0 

211  to  220 . 

22 . 

-1.5 

221  to  230 . 

23 . 

-3.0 

231  to  240 . 

24 

-4.5 

241  to  250 .  25 _  -6.0 


261  to  270 . 

.  27 . 

9.0 

271  to  280 . 

.  28 . 

10.5 

281  to  290 . 

.  29 . 

-12.0 

291  to  300 . 

.  30 . 

-13.5 

301  to  310 . 

.  31 . 

-15.0 

311  to  320 . 

.  32 . 

-16.5 

321  to  330 . 

.  33 . 

-18.0 

331  to  340 . 

.  34 . 

-19.5 

341  to  350 . 

.  35 . 

-21.0 

351  to  360 . 

.  36 . 

-22.5 

361  to  370 . 

.  37 . 

-24.0 

371  to  380 . 

.  38 . 

-25.5 

381  to  390 . 

.  39 . 

-27.0 

391  to  400 . 

.  40 . 

-28.5 

401  and  over . 

(’) 

'  Cents  per  hundredweight. 

-Class  I  and  blended  price  location  adjustments 
applicable  to  plants  located  in  subsequent  zones 
shall  be  obtained  by  extending  the  table  at  the  rate 
of  1.5  cents  for  each  additional  10  miles  except  that 
in  no  event  shall  the  class  I  or  blended  price  at  any 
zone  be  less  than  the  class  II  price  for  the  month. 

§  1001.53  [Amended] 

6.  In  §  1001.53(g),  the  words  “zone 
nearest  to  Boston”  are  changed  to 
read  "lowest  numbered  zone”. 

§  1001.73  [Amended] 

7.  In  §  1001.73(d),  the  words  “to  a 
plant  at  which  a  lower  blended  price 
would  apply  under  this  order”  are  de¬ 
leted. 

An  approved  Draft  Impact  Analysis 
is  available  from  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  on  July 
14,  1978. 

William  T.  Manley, 

•  Acting  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20116  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
[10  CFR  Part  211] 

INCLUSION  OF  NONREFINING  USES  OF  LOWER 
TIER  CRUDE  OIL  WITHIN  THE  ENTITLEMENTS 
PROGRAM 

Notice  of  Intent  To  Issue  Proposed  Rulemaking 

AGENCY:  Economic  Regulatory  Ad¬ 
ministration,  DOE. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  intent  to  issue  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  advises  the 
public  of  a  forthcoming  proposal  to 
amend  DOE's  existing  petroleum  allo¬ 
cation  regulations.  In  response  to 
public  comment,  DOE  intends  to  go 
forward  with  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  to  amend  the  regulations 
to  include  nonrefining  uses  of  certain 
domestic  crude  oil,  with  the  exception 
of  crude  oil  consumed  on  the  lease  as 
lease  fuel. 

DATES:  We  currently  intend  to  pro¬ 
pose  to  make  the  rule  effective  May  1, 
1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Robert  J.  Kane  (Regulations  and 
Emergency  Planning),  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration,  2000  M 
Street  NW.,  room  2304,  Washington, 
D.C.  20461,  202-254-7200. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
In  the  spirit  of  President  Carter’s 
March  28,  1978  Executive  Order  on 
Improving  Government  Regulations, 
this  Notice  advises  the  public  now  of  a 
forthcoming  proposal  to  amend  the 
Department  of  Energy’s  (DOE’S)  exist¬ 
ing  petroleum  allocation  regulations, 
and  of  certain  tentative  decisions  re¬ 
garding  the  development  of  that  regu¬ 
latory  proposal. 

By  a  Notice  of  Inquiry  issued  on 
April  21,  1978  (43  FR  16987)  DOE  re¬ 
quested  comments  on  expanding  the 
coverage  of  its  domestic  crude  oil  allo¬ 
cation  (entitlements)  program  to  in¬ 
clude  entitlements  obligations  on 
nonrefining  uses  of  price-controlled 
domestic  crude  oil.  A  copy  of  that 
notice  is  included  as  an  appendix. 

In  response  to  this  Inquiry,  the  DOE 
received  comments  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  from  refiners,  crude  oil  resellers, 
producers,  utilities,  and  other  con¬ 
cerned  individuals.  Overall,  the  major¬ 
ity  of  the  firms  commenting  opposed 
inclusion  of  crude  oil  used  as  lease  fuel 
(for  enhanced  oil  recovery  projects) 
within  the  entitlements  program.  Cat¬ 
egorically,  crude  oil  producers  vigor¬ 
ously  opposed  the  inclusion  of  lease 
fuel  use,  as  did  the  majority  of  the 
resellers  and  refiners. 


The  few  refiners  that  supported  in¬ 
clusion  of  lease  fuel  use  within  the  en¬ 
titlements  program  are  not  actively  in¬ 
volved  in  thermal  enhanced  recovery 
projects. 

Utilities  currently  burning  crude  oil 
as  boiler  fuel  were  opposed  to  includ¬ 
ing  such  nonrefining  uses  within  the 
entitlements  program.  Those  utilities 
that  are  not  burning  crude  oil  support¬ 
ed  inclusion  of  nonrefining  uses  of 
crude  oil  within  the  program. 

DOE  intends  to  go  forward  with  a 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  to 
amend  the  entitlements  program  to  in¬ 
clude  nonrefining  uses  of  lower  and 
upper  tier  domestic  crude  oil,  with  the 
exception  of  crude  oil  consumed  on 
the  lease  as  lease  fuel. 

Although  our  original  Notice  of  In¬ 
quiry  suggested  April  21,  1978  as  the 
effective  date  of  the  final  rulemaking, 
we  intend  to  propose  to  make  the  rule 
effective  May  1,  1978  in  order  to  ease 
any  accounting  burden  which  might 
result  from  the  proposal’s  application 
to  a  partial  month. 

Furthermore,  we  have  tentatively 
concluded  that  while  this  proposed 
amendment  is  a  significant  rulemaking 
it  will  not  have  a  major  economic 
impact  under  the  criteria  outlined  in 
DOE’s  Proposals  for  Implementing 
Executive  Order  12044  (43  FR  18634). 
We  believe  that  the  application  of  en¬ 
titlements  to  volumes  of  crude  oil 
being  used  for  off-lease  nonrefining 
purposes  will  have  a  financial  impact 
substantially  below  the  $100  million 
analysis  threshold  and  that  no  indus¬ 
trial,  consumer  or  geographical  group 
will  be  significantly  affected.  This  con¬ 
clusion  and  its  supporting  analyses 
will  be  made  available  in  conjunction 
with  the  issuance  of  the  forthcoming 
proposed  rule. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  July  14, 
1978. 

David  J.  Bardin, 
Administrator, 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration. 


Appendix 

INCLUSION  OF  NONREFINING  USES  OF  LOWER 
TIER  CRUDE  OIL  WITHIN  THE  ENTITLEMENTS 
PROGRAM 

[Note.— The  following  material  is  reprint¬ 
ed  from  FR  Doc.  78-10804  which  was  pub¬ 
lished  April  21,  1978,  at  43  FR  16987.1 
SUMMARY:  The  Economic  Regulatory  Ad¬ 
ministration  (ERA)  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  (DOE)  is  requesting  comments  on 
expanding  the  coverage  of  its  domestic 
crude  oil  allocation  (or  entitlements)  pro¬ 
gram  to  provide  for  entitlement  obligations 
or  payments  for  the  nonrefining  uses  of 
lower  tier  price-controlled  domestic  crude 
oil.  The  entitlements  program  as  currently 
structured  requires  only  refiners  to  account 
for  the  competitive  advantages  deriving 
from  access  to  price-controlled  crude  oil. 
The  notice  asks  for  comment  on  whether 
firms  using  lower  tier  crude  oil  as,  for  exam- 
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pie,  a  boiler  fuel  or  bunker  fuel  should  di¬ 
rectly  or  indirectly  incur  an  entitlement  ob¬ 
ligation  on  the  same  basis  as  would  a  refiner 
that  processed  that  crude  oil.  We  are  re¬ 
questing  comments  on  our  tentative  conclu¬ 
sion  that  firms  using  price-controlled  crude 
oil  as  a  fuel,  or  engaged  in  the  resale  of 
crude  oil  for  such  use,  should  not  possess  a 
competitive  advantage  over  firms  that  use 
or  sell  an  equivalent  refined  product  by 
being  outside  the  entitlements  program. 

DATES:  Comments  by  May  21,  1978,  4:30 
p.m.  Requests  to  speak  by  May  5,  1978,  4:30 
p.m.  Hearing  dates;  Washington  hearing: 
May  17,  1978,  9:30  a.m.;  San  Francisco  hear¬ 
ing:  May  15,  1978,  9:30  a.m. 

ADDRESSES:  All  comments  to  Public  Hear¬ 
ing  Management,  Box  SE,  Department  of 
Energy,  Room  2313,  2000  M  Street  NW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20461;  requests  to  speak: 
Washington  hearing— Public  Hearing  Man¬ 
agement,  room  2313,  Department  of  Energy, 
2000  M  Street  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 
20461;  San  Francisco  hearing— Department 
of  Energy,  Attention:  R.  Laffel,  Third  Floor, 
111  Pine  Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  94111. 
Hearing  locations:  Washington  hearing- 
room  2105,  2000  M  Street  NW„  Washington, 
D.C.  20461;  San  Francisco  hearing— Federal 
Courthouse,  Courtroom  14,  7th  and  Mission, 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  94111. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Robert  C.  Gillette  (Hearing  Procedures), 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration, 
2000  M  Street  NW.,  room  2214B,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20461.  202-254-5201. 

Ed  Vilade  (Media  Relations),  Department 
of  Energy,  12th  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue 
NW..  room  3104,  Washington,  D.C.  20461, 
202-566-9833. 

Douglas  Mclver  (Entitlements  Program 
Office),  Economic  Regulatory  Administra¬ 
tion,  2000  M  Street  NW.,  room  61281, 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  202-254-8660. 
Robert  J.  Kane  (Regulations  and  Emer¬ 
gency  Planning),  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  2000  M  Street  NW.,  room 
2304,  Washington,  D.C.  20461,  202-254- 
7200. 

Fred  A.  Wolgel  (Office  of  General  Coun¬ 
sel),  Department  of  Energy,  12th  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW„  room  7134, 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  202-566-2454. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Background. 

II.  Subjects  for  comment:  A.  Resellers.  B. 
Refiners.  C.  Producers.  D.  Compensating  en¬ 
titlement  issuances  to  refiners,  producers, 
and  resellers. 

III.  Alternative  proposal  as  to  producers. 

IV.  Additional  comments  requested. 

V.  Public  hearing  and  comment  proce¬ 
dures:  A.  Written  comments.  B.  Public  hear¬ 
ings. 

I.  Background 

The  purpose  of  the  entitlements  program 
is  to  equalize,  within  a  range  to  reflect  qual¬ 
ity  differentials,  the  cost  of  crude  oil  among 
domestic  refiners,  and  to  spread  equitably, 
among  all  sectors  of  the  petroleum  industry 
and  among  all  consumers,  the  benefits  of 
price-controlled  domestic  crude  oil.  To  the 
extent  that  any  firm  obtains  and  consumes 
price-controlled  lower  tier  crude  oil  without 
incurring  an  entitlement  obligation,  it  is  ob¬ 
taining  crude  oil  at  a  price  far  below  the 


average  price  that  refiners  must  pay,  and 
consequently  far  below  the  average  prices 
that  other  consumers  must  pay  for  petro¬ 
leum  products. 

If,  for  example,  a  firm  obtains  a  quantity 
of  old  oil  at  $5.30  a  barrel  and  uses  it  for 
marine  fuel  on  its  ships,  the  benefits  of  do¬ 
mestic  price  controls  for  those  volumes  are 
captured  by  that  firm  and  not  shared 
among  other  refiners  and  their  customers. 
To  the  extent  that  those  volumes  are  so 
consumed,  they  would  not  be  available  to 
domestic  refiners  or  the  consumers  of  re¬ 
fined  petroleum  products.  Since  they  would 
have  to  be  replaced  as  a  refinery  feedstock 
by  imported  crude  oil,  the  average  crude  oil 
costs  for  domestic  consumers  would  in¬ 
crease,  without  any  commensurate  benefit 
in  terms  of  increased  supplies  or  otherwise. 
The  nonrefining  uses  of  lower  tier  crude  oil 
thus  act  to  deprive  domestic  refiners  and 
consumers  generally  of  the  benefits  of  price- 
controlled  crude  oil,  as  well  as  conferring  a 
windfall  to  certain  end  users  roughly  equal 
to  the  difference  between  the  average  cost 
of  all  crude  oil  paid  by  refiners  and  the 
price  of  the  lower  tier  crude  oil  utilized.  To 
the  extent  that  the  nonrefining  uses  of 
lower  tier  crude  oil  account  for  significant 
volumes,  their  exclusion  from  the  entitle¬ 
ments  program  conflicts  with  the  objective 
of  section  4(b)(1)(F)  of  the  Emergency  Pe¬ 
troleum  Allocation  Act  of  1973.  as  amended. 
Pub.  L.  93-159  (EPAA),  which  calls  for  “the 
equitable  distribution  of  crude  oil,  residual 
fuel  oil,  and  refined  petroleum  products  at 
equitable  prices  among  all  regions  and  areas 
of  the  United  States  and  sectors  of  the  pe¬ 
troleum  industry  •  •  V 

There  are  four  principal  nonrefining  uses 
of  crude  oil  of  which  we  are  aware: 

1.  Consumption  on  the  lease  as  "lease 
fuel”  for  enhanced  production.  For  exam¬ 
ple,  crude  oil  is  burned  to  generate  steam 
for  injection  into  the  crude  oil  reservoir. 

2.  Use  in  ships  as  bunker  fuel.  In  some  in¬ 
stances  these  ships  are  owned  by  large  inte¬ 
grated  refiners  that  produce  the  crude  oil  so 
used. 

3.  Use  as  a  boiler  fuel  by  industries  and 
utilities. 

4.  Use  as  a  non-refinery  blendstock.  Light¬ 
er  crude  oils,  particularly  lease  condensates, 
may  be  blended  into  gasoline  and  middle 
distillates  in  facilities  not  meeting  the  cur¬ 
rent  regulatory  definition  of  “refinery”. 

II.  Subjects  for  Comment 

In  this  inquiry  we  are  soliciting  comments 
on  whether  the  nonrefining  uses  of  crude 
oil  should  incur  an  entitlement  obligation 
on  the  same  basis  as  if  the  crude  oil  were 
processed  by  a  domestic  refiner  in  its  refin¬ 
ery.  While  no  specific  regulatory  amend¬ 
ments  are  being  offered  for  comment  at  this 
time,  we  have  tentatively  concluded  that,  as 
a  general  proposition,  nonrefining  uses  of 
lower  tier  crude  oil  should  be  brought 
within  the  coverage  of  the  entitlements  pro¬ 
gram.  We  have  set  forth  below  our  tantative 
views  as  to  how  this  might  be  accomplished, 
and  we  specifically  request  comments  both 
on  the  general  proposition  and  on  the  spe¬ 
cific  manner  in  which  the  entitlements  pro¬ 
gram  would  be  made  applicable  to  various 
nonrefining  uses. 

A.  RESELLERS 

Under  one  possible  means  of  applying  the 
entitlements  program  to  nonrefining  uses, 
any  firm  other  than  a  refiner  would  be 
deemed  to  have  a  crude  oil  receipt  (and  a 


corresponding  requirement  to  make  an  enti¬ 
tlement  payment)  for  the  volumes  of  lower 
tier  crude  oil  sold  to  a  firm  for  a  use  other 
than  refining.  For  example,  if  a  reseller 
were  to  sell  lower  tier  crude  oil  for  industri¬ 
al  boiler  fuel  use,  that  reseller  would  incur 
an  entitlement  obligation  for  those  volumes 
sold.  Sales  of  lower  tier  crude  oil  by  a 
reseller  to  a  refiner  which  consumed  it  for 
refinery  fuel  would  not  be  deemed  a  crude 
receipt  by  the  firm  selling  the  crude  oil, 
since  such  crude  oil  would  be  included  in 
that  refiner's  crude  oil  receipts.  In  order  to 
ensure  that  firms  which  consume  lower  tier 
crude  oil  for  nonrefining  uses  obtain  such 
crude  oil  subject  to  the  cost-equalizing 
effect  of  the  entitlements  program,  crude 
oil  resellers  would  be  permitted  to  pass 
through  the  cost  of  entitlements  to  such 
users,  pursuant  to  an  adjustment  to  the  sale 
price  in  a  month  subsequent  to  a  sale  of 
crude  oil.  We  solicit  specific  comments  on 
the  precise  manner  in  which  these  pricing 
adjustments  could  and  should  be  permitted. 
In  particular,  should  the  purchaser  or  pur¬ 
chasers  of  the  lower  tier  crude  oil  (or  the 
blended  product,  as  discussed  below)  be  the 
only  customers  of  the  reseller,  the  prices  to 
which  would  reflect  the  reseller's  entitle¬ 
ment  obligation,  or,  alternatively,  should 
the  reseller  be  able  to  pass  through  the  enti¬ 
tlement  costs  to  any  other  or  all  of  its  cus¬ 
tomers? 

We  understand  that  crude  oil  is  blended 
with  residual  fuel  oil  and  sold  for  industrial 
end  uses  or  as  bunker  fuel  to  ships.  We 
would  contemplate  inclusion  in  a  firm's 
crude  oil  receipts  of  the  volumes  of  lower 
tier  crude  oil  blended  and  sold  for 
nonrefining  uses.  For  example,  if  a  firm 
blended  30  barrels  of  lower  tier  crude  oil 
with  70  barrels  of  residual  fuel  oil  and  sold 
the  blend  as  bunker  fuel  to  a  firm  other 
than  a  refiner,  the  firm  selling  the  blend 
would  be  deemed  to  have  crude  oil  receipts 
of  30  barrels  of  lower  tier  crude  oil  (and  the 
resulting  applicable  entitlement  obligation) 
for  purposes  of  the  entitlements  program. 
Similarly,  if  a  firm  sold  very  light  crude  oil 
or  condensate  to  a  second  firm  for  blending 
into  gasoline  or  middle  distillates  in  a  termi¬ 
nal  or  blending  plant,  the  second  firm  would 
be  deemed  to  have  crude  oil  receipts  with 
respect  to  such  volumes,  since  it  would  sell 
the  blended  product  for  a  nonrefining  use. 

B.  REINFERS 

A§  we  currently  contemplate  inclusion  of 
nonrefining  uses  in  the  entitlements  pro¬ 
gram,  a  refiner  would  be  required  to  include 
in  its  crude  oil  receipts  the  volumes  of  lower 
tier  crude  oil:  (1)  Consumed  by  that  refiner, 
or  (2)  sold  to  a  firm  other  than  a  refiner,  for 
a  use  other  than  refining,  even  if  such  vol¬ 
umes  had  not  been  added  to  that  refiner’s 
refinery  inventory.  Where  one  refiner  sells 
to  another  for  a  nonrefining  use,  the  second 
refiner  (the  user)  would  include  the  crude 
oil  in  its  receipts.  Thus,  if  an  integrated  oil 
company  spld  or  otherwise  transferred 
lower  tier  crude  oil  from  its  production  de¬ 
partment  to  its  transportation  department 
for  use  as  bunker,  industrial,  or  utility  fuel, 
it  would  be  required  to  include  such  vol¬ 
umes  in  its  crude  oil  receipts,  even  though 
under  its  historical  accounting  practices 
these  volumes  might  not  have  been  booked 
into  its  refinery  inventories.  But,  if  the  sale 
were  made  to  another  party  that  is  also  a 
refiner,  and  that  second  refiner  consumes  or 
resells  the  crude  oil  for  a  nonrefining  use. 
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that  crude  oil  would  be  reported  as  a  receipt 
by  the  second  refiner. 

c.  PRODUCERS 

The  ERA  is  also  contemplating  the  inclu¬ 
sion  within  the  entitlements  program  of  the 
nonrefining  uses  of  lower  tier  crude  oil  by 
producers.  A  producer  would  be  deemed  to 
have  crude  oil  receipts  for  purposes  of  the 
entitlements  program  with  respect  to  the 
volumes  of  lower  tier  crude  oil  produced  and 
consumed  by  that  producer.  A  producer, 
would  also  be  deemed  to  have  a  crude  oil  re¬ 
ceipt  with  respect  to  the  volumes  of  lower 
tier  crude  oil  sold  by  that  producer  to  a 
person  or  firm  other  than  a  refiner  that 
consumes  it  for  purposes  other  than  as  a  re¬ 
finery  feedstock.  However,  the  volumes  of 
lower  tier  crude  oil  purchased  and  con¬ 
sumed  by  a  producer  would  not  be  deemed  a 
crude  oil  receipt  by  that  producer.  Rather, 
the  seller  of  such  crude  oil  to  the  producer 
would  be  deemed  to  have  crude  oil  receipts 
for  purposes  of  the  entitlements  program 
with  respect  to  the  volumes  sold. 

D.  COMPENSATING  ENTITLEMENT  ISSUANCES  TO 
REFINERS,  PRODUCERS,  AND  RESELLERS 

Since  refiners,  resellers,  and  producers 
would  incur  entitlement  obligations  under 
our  tentative  proposals  for  certain 
nonrefining  uses  of  crude  oil,  the  entitle¬ 
ment  purchase  obligation  for  those  volumes 
would  raise  the  cost  of  those  volumes  to  ap¬ 
proximately  the  weighted  average  cost  of 
uncontrolled  crude  oil.  Thus,  we  would  pro¬ 
pose  that  a  firm  with  a  nonrefining  use  enti¬ 
tlement  obligation  be  deemed  to  have  crude 
oil  runs  to  stills  (and  thus  receive  entitle¬ 
ment  issuances)  for  the  volume  of  lower  tier 
crude  oil  so  used.  The  effect  of  this  further 
entitlement  adjustment  would  be  to  render 
the  after-entitlement  cost  for  the  lower  tier 
crude  oil  equivalent  to  the  weighted  average 
cost  of  crude  oil  for  domestic  refiners. 

III.  Alternative  proposal  as*  to  Producers 

Notwithstanding  the  prior  discussion  re¬ 
garding  the  inclusion  of  certain  uses  of 
lower  tier  crude  oil  by  producers  in  the  enti¬ 
tlements  program,  we  emphasize  that  our 
determination  to  make  such  inclusion  is 
very  tentative  at  this  point,  and  we  solicit 
comments  on  an  alternative  proposal  to 
exampt  the  use  of  lower  tier  crude  oil  by 
producers  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  pro¬ 
duction.'  It  is  the  policy  of  the  DOE,  in  car¬ 
rying  out  the  Congress  intent  expressed  in 
the  EPAA  and  the  Energy  Policy  and  Con¬ 
servation  Act,  Pub.  L.  94-163,  and  as  ex¬ 
pressed  by  the  President  in  the  National 
Energy  Plan,  to  encourage  maximum  do¬ 
mestic  crude  oil  production.  The  inclusion 
in  the  entitlements  program  of  crude  oil 
used  by  producers  for  the  purpose  of  en¬ 
hancing  production  may  increase  the  costs 
of  some  domestic  crude  oil  production  and 
thus  tend  to  reduce  the  amount  of  such  pro¬ 
duction.  Our  proposals  in  this  notice  might 
therefore  be  considered  as  inconsistent  with 
DOE’s  policy  of  encouraging  enhanced  do¬ 
mestic  production. 

On  the  other  hand,  we  have  received  com¬ 
ments  indicating  that  price  controls  have 
caused  a  displacement  of  residual  fuel  oil  as 
lease  fuel  by  lower  tier  crude  oii,  since  such 
controls  have  held  the  price  of  the  latter 
well  below  the  price  of  the  former.  Firms 
that  have  constructed  refineries  in  produc¬ 
ing  areas  to  take  advantage  of  the  produc¬ 
ing  field  market  for  residual  fuel  oil  allege 
that  they  have  been  severly  disadvantaged 


by  the  disappearance  of  their  residual  fuel 
oil  market.  Additionally,  the  exemption 
from  the  entitlements  program  of  the 
nonrefining  uses  of  lower  tier  crude  oil  by 
producers  could  be  construed  as  contrary  to 
the  objective  of  equitable  distribution  of 
crude  oil  among  all  sectors  of  the  petroleum 
industry,  as  expressed  in  section  4(b)(1)(F) 
of  the  EPAA.  Finally,  steam  injection 
projects  are  considered  by  DOE  to  employ  a 
tertiary  recovery  technique.  The  increased 
costs  of  production  resulting  from  inclusion 
of  the  oil  so  consumed  within  the  coverage 
of  the  entitlements  program  could  be  offset 
by  the  additional  incentives  that  might  be 
provided  under  the  DOE’s  tertiary  recovery 
incentive  program. 

Accordingly,  we  have  tentatively  deter¬ 
mined  that  it  would  be  appropriate  to  in¬ 
clude  the  nonrefining  uses  of  lower  tier 
crude  oil  by  producers  within  the  scope  of 
our  proposal  for  comment,  but  solicit  specif¬ 
ic  comments  on  whether  the  use  of  lower 
tier  crude  oil  by  producers  for  the  purpose 
of  enhancing  production  should  be  exempt 
from  entitlement  obligations. 

IV.  Additional  Comments  Requested 

We  also  request  additional  comments  on 
the  following: 

( 1 )  Whether  it  would  be  appropriate  to  in¬ 
clude  nonrefining  uses  of  upper  tier  crude 
oil  in  the  entitlements  program  in  the  same 
manner  as  is  proposed  for  lower  tier  crude 
oil,  so  as  to  ensure  that  the  benefits  of  all 
price-controlled  crude  oils  are  shared  equi¬ 
tably  among  all  consumers. 

(2)  What  the  actual  volumes  of  lower  tier, 
upper  tier,  and  stripper  well  crude  oil  are 
that  are  consumed  or  sold  by  producers, 
resellers,  and  refiners,  respectively  for 
nonrefining  uses. 

(3)  Whether  the  entitlement  issuances 
and  obligations  should  be  incurred  by  pur¬ 
chaser-consumers  of  crude  oil,  rather  than 
sellers  of  curde  oil,  and  whether  it  would  be 
feasible  to  so  provide.  - 

(4)  Whether  the  acquisition  cost  of  lower 
tier  crude  oil  for  non-refining  uses  should  be 
lower,  higher,  or  equivalent  to  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  cost  of  lower  tier  crude  oil  for  domestic 
refiners. 

(5)  The  extent  to  which  inclusion  of  lower 
tier  oil  in  the  manner  outlined  here  would 
increase  the  compliance,  recordkeeping  and 
report  filing  burdens  for  refiners,  resellers, 
and  producers. 

(6)  The  methods  that  are  available  for  de¬ 
termining  the  end  use  of  the  crude  oil  to  as¬ 
certain  whether  it  was  consumed  in  non-re- 
fining  uses. 

(7)  We  are  concerned  that  this  notice  may 
serve  to  increase  the  nonrefining  uses  of 
lower  tier  crude  oil  until  such  time  as  we 
adopt  regulations  removing  the  competitive 
advantage  available  for  such  uses.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  we  specifically  invite  comments  as  to 
whether  a  future  proposed  rulemaking  con¬ 
cerning  these  uses  should  be  proposed  to  be 
retroactive  to  the  date  of  issuance  of  this  in¬ 
quiry. 

V.  Public  Hearing  and  Comment 
Procedures 

A.  WRITTEN  COMMENTS 

You  are  invited  to  participate  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  by  submitting  data,  views  or  argu¬ 
ments  with  respect  to  the  proposals  set 
forth  in  this  advance  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking.  Comments  should  be  submitted 
by  4:30  p.m.,  e.s.t..  May  21,  1978  to  the  ad¬ 


dress  indicated  in  the  “Addresses”  sections 
of  this  notice  and  should  be  identified  on 
the  outside  envelope  and  on  the  document 
with  the  designation:  “Inclusion  of  Non-re¬ 
fining  Uses  of  Lower  Tier  Crude  Oil  Within 
the  Entitlements  Program.”  Fifteen  copies 
should  be  submitted. 

Any  information  or  data  submitted  which 
you  consider  to  be  confidential  must  be  so 
identified  and  submitted  in  writing,  one 
copy  only.  We  reserve  the  right  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  confidential  status  of  such  infor¬ 
mation  or  data  and  to  treat  it  according  to 
our  determination. 

B.  PUBLIC  HEARINGS 

1.  Procedure  for  request  to  make  oral  pres¬ 
entation.  The  times  and  places  for  the  hear¬ 
ings  are  indicated  in  the  "Dates”  and  “Ad¬ 
dresses”  section  of  this  preamble.  If  neces¬ 
sary  to  present  all  testimony,  a  hearing  will 
be  continued  to  9:30  a.m.  of  the  next  busi¬ 
ness  day  following  the  first  day  of  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

If  you  have  an  interest  in  the  proposals  in 
this  notice,  or  represent  a  group  or  class  of 
persons  that  has  an  interest,  you  may  make 
a  written  request  for  an  opportunity  to 
make  oral  presentation  by  4:30  p.m.,  e.s.t.. 
May  5,  1978.  You  should  be  prepared  to  de¬ 
scribe  the  interest  concerned  and.  if  appro¬ 
priate,  to  state  why  you  are  a  proper  repre¬ 
sentative  of  a  group  or  class  of  persons  that 
has  such  an  interest,  and  to  give  a  concise 
summary  of  the  proposed  oral  presentation 
and  a  phone  number  where  you  may  be  con¬ 
tacted  through  the  day  before  the  hearing. 

If  you  are  selected  to  be  heard,  you  will  be 
so  notified  before  4:30  p.m.,  e.s.t..  May  10, 
1978  and  will  be  required  to  submit  one  hun¬ 
dred  copies  of  your  statement  to  the  appro¬ 
priate  address  indicated  in  the  “Addresses” 
section  of  this  preamble  before  9:30  a.m.. 
p.s.t.,  on  May  15,  1978,  for  the  San  Francis¬ 
co  hearing,  and  before  4:30  p.m.,  e.s.t.,  on 
that  date,  for  the  Washington,  D.C.  hearing. 

2.  Conduct  of  the  hearings.  We  reserve  the 
right  to  select  the  persons  to  be  heard  at 
the  hearings,  to  schedule  their  respective 
presentations,  and  to  establish  the  proce¬ 
dures  governing  the  conduct  of  the  hear¬ 
ings.  The  length  of  each  presentation  may 
be  limited,  based  on  the  number  of  persons 
requesting  to  be  heard. 

An  ERA  official  will  be  designated  to  pre¬ 
side  at  each  of  the  hearings.  They  will  not 
be  judicial  or  evidentiary-type  hearings. 
Questions  may  be  asked  only  by  those  con¬ 
ducting  the  hearing,  and  there  will  be  no 
cross-examination  of  persons  presenting 
statements.  At  the  conclusion  of  all  initial 
oral  statements,  each  person  who  has  made 
an  oral  statement  will  be  given  the  opportu¬ 
nity  to  make  a  rebuttal  statement.  The  re¬ 
buttal  statements  will  be  given  in  the  order 
in  which  the  initial  statements  were  made 
and  will  be  subject  to  time  limitations. 

You  may  submit  questions  to  be  asked  of 
any  person  making  a  statement  at  either  of 
the  hearings  to  the  address  indicated  above 
for  requests  to  speak  before  4:30  p.m..  e.s.t.. 
May  12,  1978.  If  you  wish  to  aks  a  question 
at  a  hearing,  you  may  submit  the  question, 
in  writing,  to  the  presiding  officer.  The 
ERA  or,  if  the  question  is  submitted  at  a 
hearing,  the  presiding  officer  will  determine 
whether  the  question  is  relevant,  and 
whether  the  time  limitations  permit  it  to  be 
presented  for  answer. 

Any  further  procedural  rules  needed  for 
the  proper  conduct  of  a  hearing  will  be  an¬ 
nounced  by  the  presiding  officer. 
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Transcripts  of  the  hearings  will  be  made 
and  the  entire  record  of  each  hearing  in¬ 
cluding  the  transcripts,  will  be  retained  by 
the  ERA  and  made  available  for  inspection 
at  the  DOE  Freedom  of  Information  Office, 
Room  2107,  Federal  Building,  12th  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW„  Washington, 
D.C.,  between  the  hours  of  8:00  a.m.  and 
4:30  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday.  You  may 
purchase  a  copy  of  the  transcript  from  the 
reporter. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  April  17,  1978. 

IFR  Doc.  78-20201  Filed  7-18-78;  10:27  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

federal  Aviation  Administration 
[14  CFR  Part  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  78-ANW-14] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed 

rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  to 
alter  the  700-foot  transition  area  air¬ 
space  in  the  vicinity  of  Pendleton, 
Oreg.  This  alteration  would  result  in 
an  expansion  of  controlled  airspace  in 
that  area.  The  alteration  is  needed  to 
accommodate  a  planned  standard  in¬ 
strument  approach  to  the  Hermiston, 
Oreg.,  Airport.  The  status  of  the 
Hermiston  Airport  will  change  from 
VFR  to  IFR  in  conjunction  with  the 
establishment  of  the  standard  instru¬ 
ment  approach  procedure. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  August  25,  1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal,  in  triplicate,  to:  Chief,  Oper¬ 
ations,  Procedures  and  Airspace 
Branch,  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  Northwest  Region,  FAA  Building, 
Boeing  Field,  Seattle,  Wash.  98108. 
The  official  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  following  location:  Office  of  the 
Regional  Counsel,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Northwest  Region, 
FAA  Building,  Boeing  Field,  Seattle, 
Wash.  98108. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Dale  C.  Jepsen,  Airspace  Specialist, 
Operations,  Procedures  and  Airspace 
Branch  (ANW-533),  Air  Traffic  Divi¬ 
sion,  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  Northwest  Region,  FAA  Build¬ 
ing,  Boeing  Field,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98108,  telephone  206-767-2610. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate 
in  the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submit¬ 
ting  such  written  data,  views  or  argu¬ 
ments  as  they  may  desire.  Communi¬ 
cations  should  identify  the  airspace 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Chief,  Operations, 
Procedures  and  Airspace  Branch,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration,  North¬ 
west  Region,  FAA  Building,  Boeing 
Field,  Seattle,  Wash.  98108.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  on  or  before 
August  25,  1978  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  light 
of  the  comments  received.  All  com¬ 
ments  received  will  be  available,  both 
before  and  after  the  closing  date  for 
comments,  in  the  official  docket  for 
examination  by  interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of 
this  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  by 
submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Avaiation  Administration,  Chief,  Op¬ 
erations,  Procedures  and  Airspace 
Branch,  ANW-530,  Northwest  Region, 
FAA  Building,  Boeing  Field,  Seattle, 
Wash.  98108  or  by  calling  206-767- 
2610.  Communications  must  identify 
the  notice  number  of  this  NPRM.  Per¬ 
sons  interested  in  being  placed  on  a 
mailing  list  for  future  NPRMs  should 
also  request  a  copy  of  Advisory  Circu¬ 
lar  No.  11-2  which  describes  the  appli¬ 
cation  procedure. 

The  Proposal 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  is  considering  an  amendment  to 
subpart  G  of  part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71) 
to  alter  the  700-foot  transition  area  at 
Pendleton,  Oreg.  The  present  700-foot 
transition  area  is  insufficient  to  con¬ 
tain  a  standard  instrument  approach 
procedure  for  the  Hermiston,  Oreg., 
Airport.  The  status  of  this  airport  will 
also  change  from  VFR  to  IFR.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  proposes  to  amend  subpart  G 
of  part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Reg¬ 
ulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as  follows: 

71.181  Pendleton,  Oreg. 

Is  amended  to  add  the  following  de¬ 
scription  to  the  700-foot  airspace  des¬ 
ignation: 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  the  Hermiston 
Municipal  Airport  (latitude  45°49'39"  N„ 
longitude  U9“15'41"  W.)  and  within  2.5 
miles  each  side  of  the  Pendleton  VORTAC 
300°  radial,  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius 
area  to  the  Pendleton  VORTAC. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Dale  C.  Jepsen,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  and  Richard  Salwen,  Acting 


Regional  Counsel,  Northwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended, 
(49  U.S.C.  1348(a)),  and  of  section  6(c) 
of  the  Department  of  Transportation 
Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(0). 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  economic  impact  state¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and 
OMB  Circular  A- 107. 

Issued  in  Seattle,  Wash.,  on  July  10, 
1978. 

E.  O’Connor, 
Acting  Director, 
Northwest  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20121  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

[14  CFR  Port  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  78-NE-14] 

SMITHFIELD,  RHODE  ISLAND  700-FOOT 
TRANSITION  AREA 

Proposed  Alteration 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed 

rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  (NPRM)  pro¬ 
poses  to  change  the  title  of  the 
Smithfield,  R.I.  700-foot  transition  to 
Pawtucket,  R.I.,  and  to  amend  the 
transition  area  to  provide  added  con¬ 
trolled  airspace  for  aircraft  executing 
new  RNAV  runways  5  and  23  and 
VOR-B  standard  instrument  approach 
procedures  to  the  Pawtucket,  R.I., 
North  Central  State  Airport. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  August  25,  1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  to  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  ANE- 
7,  Attention:  Rules  Docket  Clerk, 
Docket  No.  78-NE-14,  12  New  England 
Executive  Park,  Burlington,  Mass. 
01803.  A  public  docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons 
in  the  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  12 
New  England  Executive  Park,  Burling¬ 
ton,  Mass.  01803. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Richard  G.  Carlson,  Operations  Pro¬ 
cedures  and  Airspace  Branch,  ANE- 
536,  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  Air  Traffic  Division,  12  New 
England  Executive  Park,  Burlington, 
Mass.  01803;  telephone  617-273-7285. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate 
in  the  proposed  rulemaking  process  by 
submitting  such  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  as  they  may  desire.  Com¬ 
munications  should  identify  the  air¬ 
space  docket  number  and  be  submitted 
to  the  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel, 
ANE-7,  Attention:  Rules  Docket  Clerk, 
Docket  No.  78-NE-14,  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Administration,  12  New  England 
Executive  Park,  Burlington,'  Mass. 
01803.  All  communications  received  on 
or  before  August  25,  1978,  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived.  All  comments  submitted  will  be 
available,  both  before  and  after  the 
closing  date  for  comments,  in  the 
Rules  Docket  for  examination  by  in¬ 
terested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of 
this  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 
(NPRM)  by  submitting  a  request  to 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Office  of  the  Public  Affairs,  Attention: 
Public  Information  Center,  APA-430, 
800  Independence  Avenue,  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20591,  or  by  calling  202- 
426-8085.  Communications  must  iden¬ 
tify  the  notice  number  of  this  NPRM. 
Persons  interested  in  being  placed  on  a 
mailing  list  for  further  NPRM’s 
should  also  request  a  copy  of  Advisory 
Circular  No.  11-2  which  describes  the 
application  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  subpart  G  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  71)  to  change  the  title  of  the 
Smithfield,  R.I.  700-foot  transition 
area  from  Smithfield,  R.I.,  to  Paw¬ 
tucket,  R.I.,  and  to  enlarge  the  700- 
foot  transition  area  by  adding  addi¬ 
tional  controlled  airspace  to  the  west, 
northeast,  and  southwest  of  the  North 
Central  State  Airport.  The  title 
change  is  being  proposed  so  that  the 
name  of  the  transition  area  will  be  the 
same  as  the  name  of  the  city  associat¬ 
ed  with  the  North  Central  State  Air¬ 
port.  The  enlargement  of  the  transi¬ 
tion  area  is  being  proposed  to  provide 
controlled  airspace  for  airspace  ex¬ 
ecuting  new  RNAV  Runways  5  and  23 
and  VOR-B  standard  instrument  ap¬ 
proach  procedures  to  the  North  Cen¬ 
tral  State  Airport,  Pawtucket,  R.I. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  the  FAA  proposes  to 
amend  §71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  by: 

a.  Changing  the  title  of  the 
Smithfield,  R.I.  700-foot  transition 
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area  to  Pawtucket,  R.I.  700-foot  transi¬ 
tion  area. 

b.  Deleting  from  the  description  the 
words: 

“excluding  the  portion  that  overlaps  the 
Providence  700-foot  transition  area,” 

and  substituting  the  words: 

“and  within  5  miles  each  side  of  the  097 
radial  from  the  PUTNAM  VORTAC  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  5-mile  radius  to  VORTAC,  and 
within  4  miles  each  side  of  runway  5 
centerline  extended  from  the  5-mile  radius 
area  to  9  miles  southwest  of  the  runway 
threshold  and  within  2.5  miles  each  side  of 
runway  23  centerline  extended  from  the  5- 
mile  radius  area  to  6  miles  northeast  of  the 
runway  threshold;  excluding  that  portion 
that  coincides  with  the  Providence,  R.I., 
Danielson.  Conn.,  Hopedale,  Mass.,  and 
Southbridge,  Mass.  700-foot  transition 
areas.” 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1348(a));  and  sec.  6(c),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c)).) 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Mass.,  on  June 
23,  1978. 

Robert  E.  Whittington, 
Director, 

New  England  Region. 
[FR  Doc.  78-20162  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

[14  CFR  Port  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  78-SO-481 

DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL  AIRWAYS,  AREA 
LOW  ROUTES,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND 
REPORTING  POINTS 

Proposed  Alteration  of  Transition  Area,  Union 
City,  Tenn. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed 

rulemaking  (NPRM). 

SUMMARY:  A  public  use  Standard  In¬ 
strument  Approach  Procedure,  SDF 
Runway  36,  is  being  developed  for  Ev- 
erett-Stewart  Airport,  Union  City, 
Tenn.,  and  additional  controlled  air¬ 
space  is  required  for  containment  of 
Instrument  Flight  Rules  (IFR)  oper¬ 
ations.  This  proposed  rule  will  alter 
the  Union  City,  Tenn.,  transition  area 
by  lowering  the  base  of  controlled  air¬ 
space  south  of  Everett-Stewart  Airport 
from  1,200  to  700  feet  and  eliminating 
the  existing  north  transition  area  ex¬ 
tension  due  to  relocation  of  the  Union 
City  nondirectional  radio  beacon. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  Sept.  7, 1978. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30320. 
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FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Ronald  T.  Niklasson,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30320;  telephone  404-763- 
7646. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate 
in  the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submit¬ 
ting  such  written  data,  views  or  argu¬ 
ments  as  they  may  desire.  Communi¬ 
cations  should  identify  the  airspace 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Director,  Southern 
Region,  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  attention:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Divi¬ 
sion,  P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30320.  All  communications  received  on 
or  before  September  7,  1978,  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on 
the  proposed  amendment.  The  propos¬ 
al  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived.  All  comments  submitted  will  be 
available,  both  before  and  after  the 
closing  date  for  comments,  in  the  rules 
docket  for  examination  by  interested 
persons.  A  report  summarizing  each 
public  contact  with  •  FAA  personnel 
concerned  with  this  rulemaking  will  be 
filed  in  the  public,  regulatory  docket. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of 
this  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
(NPRM)  by  submitting  a  request  to 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Office  of  Public  Affairs,  attention: 
Public  Information  Center,  APA-430, 
800  Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20591,  or  by  calling  202- 
426-8058.  Communications  must  iden¬ 
tify  the  notice  number  of  this  NPRM. 
Persons  interested  in  being  placed  on  a 
mailing  list  for  future  NPRM’s  should 
also  request  a  copy  of  Advisory  Circu¬ 
lar  No.  11-2  which  describes  the  appli¬ 
cation  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  Reg¬ 
ulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  to  alter  the 
Union  City,  Tenn.,  transition  area. 
This  action  will  provide  additional 
controlled  airspace  to  accommodate 
aircraft  performing  IFR  operations  at 
Everett-Stewart  Airport.  Due  to  pro¬ 
posed  relocation  of  the  existing  Union 
City  nondirectional  radio  beacon,  the 
existing  north  transition  area  exten¬ 
sion  will  be  eliminated  since  this  air¬ 
space  will  no  longer  be  required. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Ronald  T.  Niklasson,  Air¬ 
space  and  Procedures  Branch,  Air 
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Traffic  Division,  and  Eddie  L.  Thomas, 
Office  of  Regional  Counsel. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
§71.181  (43  FR  440),  Subpart  G,  of 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  by  altering 
the  Union  City,  Tenn.,  Transition  area 
as  follows: 

“*  •  •  within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  186° 
and  347“  bearings  from  the  Union  City  RBN 
(latitude  36°23'06"  N.,  longitude  88  58’50" 
W.),  extending  from  the  5.5-mile  radius  area 
to  8.5  miles  north  and  south  of  the 
RBN  •  •  •”  would  be  deleted  and 
“*  *  *  within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  186“ 
bearing  from  the  Obion  RBN  (latitude 
36“17'51"  N.,  longitude  88“59'40"  W.),  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  5.5-mile  radius  area  to  8.5  miles 
south  of  the  RBN  *  •  *”  would  be  substitut¬ 
ed  therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a))  sec.  6(c),  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c)).) 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  July  12, 
1978. 

Phillip  M.  Swatek, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20163  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

[14  CFR  Part  75] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  78-NW-61 

TATOOSH,  WASH. 

Proposed  Alteration  of  Jet  Routes 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed 

rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  to 
realine  jet  routes  Nos.  54,  501,  and  523 
to  utilize  a  new  navigation  aid  at 
Tatoosh,  Wash.,  rather  than  the  facili¬ 
ty  at  Neah  Bay,  Wash.  The  air  naviga¬ 
tion  on  these  jet  routes  will  be  im¬ 
proved  by  the  proposed  realignment. 
The  Tatoosh  new  VORTAC  is  being 
installed  to  improve  this  route  struc¬ 
ture. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  August  16, 1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  triplicate  to:  Director,  FAA 
Northwest  Region,  Attention:  Chief, 
Air  Traffic  Division,  Docket  No.  78- 


NW-6,  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  FAA  Building,  Boeing  Field,  Se¬ 
attle,  Wash.  98108.  The  official  docket 
may  be  examined  at  the  following  lo¬ 
cation:  FAA  Office  of  the  Chief  Coun¬ 
sel,  Rules  Docket  (AGC-24),  Room 
916,  800  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591.  An  informal 
docket  may  be  examined  at  the  office 
of  the  Regional  Air  Traffic  Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Everett  L.  McKisson,  Airspace 
Regulations  Branch  (AAT-230),  Air¬ 
space  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20591,  telephone,  202-426-3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate 
in  the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submit¬ 
ting  such  written  data,  views  or  argu¬ 
ments  as  they  may  desire.  Communi¬ 
cations  should  identify  the  airspace 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Director,  Northwest 
Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  FAA  Building,  Boeing  Field,  Se¬ 
attle,  Wash.  98108.  All  communica¬ 
tions  received  on  or  before  August  16, 
1978  will  be  considered  before  action  is 
taken  on  the  proposed  amendment. 
The  proposal  contained  in  this  notice 
may  be  changed  in  the  light  of  com¬ 
ments  received.  All  comments  submit¬ 
ted  will  be  available,  both  before  and 
after  the  closing  date  for  comments,  in 
the  rule  docket  for  examination  by  in¬ 
terested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of 
this  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
(NPRM)  by  submitting  a  request  to 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Attendent: 
Public  Information  Center,  APA-430, 
800  Independence  Ave.  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20591,  or  by  calling  202-426- 
8058.  Communications  must  identify 
the  docket  number  of  this  NPRM.  Per¬ 
sons  interested  in  being  placed  on  a 
mailing  list  for  future  NPRMs  should 
also  request  a  copy  of  Advisory  Circu¬ 
lar  No.  11-2  which  describes  the  appli¬ 
cation  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  Part  75  of  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  75)  to 
alter  segments  of  Jet  Routes  Nos.  54, 
501,  and  523  via  the  Tatoosh  VORTAC 
rather  than  the  Neah  Bay  NDB.  This 
action  will  improve  the  route  structure 
in  the  Neah  Bay  area  by  the  use  of  a 
VORTAC.  The  high  level  routes  into 


Canada  would  also  be  improved  by  the 
proposed  action.  Specifically,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  alterations  are  proposed: 

1.  Realine  J-54  from  Olympia, 
Wash.,  direct  to  Tatoosh,  Wash. 

2.  Realine  the  U.S.  segment  of  J-501 

and  J-501 /HL-501  from  Hoquiam, 
Wash.,  to  Tatoosh,  Wash.,  via  the  INT 
of  Hoquiam  354°T  (332°M)  and 

Tatoosh  162°T  (140°M)  radials  thence 
direct  to  Cape  Scott,  British  Columbia, 
Canada. 

3.  Realine  the  U.S.  segment  of  J-523 
and  J-523/HL-523  from  Seattle, 
Wash.,  direct  to  Tatoosh,  Wash., 
direct  to  Malcomb,  British  Columbia, 
Canada. 

ICAO  Considerations 

As  part  of  this  proposal  relates  to 
the  navigable  airspace  outside  the 
United  States,  this  notice  is  submitted 
in  consonance  with  the  International 
Civil  Aviation  Organization  (ICAO)  In¬ 
ternational  Standards  and  Recom¬ 
mended  Practices. 

Applicability  of  International  Stand¬ 
ards  and  Recommended  Practice  by 
the  Air  Traffic  Service,  FAA,  in  areas 
outside  domestic  airspace  of  the 
United  States  is  governed  by  article  12 
of  and  annex  11  to  the  Convention  on 
International  Civil  Aviation,  which 
pertains  to  the  establishment  of  air 
navigation  facilities  and  services  neces¬ 
sary  to  promoting  the  safe,  orderly, 
and  expeditious  flow  of  civil  air  traffic. 
Their  purpose  is  to  insure  that  civil 
flying  on  international  air  routes  is 
carried  out  under  uniform  conditions 
designed  to  improve  the  safety  and  ef¬ 
ficiency  of  air  operations. 

The  International  Standards  and 
Recommended  Practices  in  annex  11 
apply  in  those  parts  of  the  airspace 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  a  contracting 
state,  derived  from  ICAO,  wherein  air 
traffic  services  are  provided  and  also 
whenever  a  contracting  state  accepts 
the  responsibility  of  providing  air  traf¬ 
fic  services  over  high  seas  or  in  air¬ 
space  of  undetermined  sovereignty.  A 
contracting  state  accepting  such  re¬ 
sponsibility  may  apply  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Standards  and  Recommended 
Practices  to  civil  aircraft  in  a  manner 
consistent  with  that  adopted  for  air¬ 
space  under  its  domestic  jurisdiction. 

In  accordance  with  article  3  of  the 
Convention  on  International  Civil  Avi¬ 
ation,  Chicago,  1944,  state  aircraft  are 
exempt  from  the  provisions  of  annex 
11  and  its  Standards  and  Recommend¬ 
ed  Practices.  As  a  contracting  state, 
the  United  States  agreed  by  article 
3(d)  that  its  state  aircraft  will  be  oper¬ 
ated  in  international  airspace  with  due 
regard  for  the  safety  of  civil  aircraft. 

Since  this  action  involves,  in  part, 
the  designation  of  navigable  airspace 
outside  the  United  States,  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  has  consulted  with  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  and  the  Secretary  of  De- 
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fense  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  Executive  Order  10854. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Mr.  Everett  L.  McKisson,  Air 
Traffic  Service,  and  Mr.  Richard  W. 
Danforth,  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me,  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Administration  proposes  to 
amend  §  75.100  of  part  75  of  the  Feder¬ 
al  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  part 
75)  as  republished  (43  FR  714)  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1.  In  jet  route  No.  54  “From  Neah  Bay, 
Wash.,  NDB  via”  is  deleted  and  “From 
Tatoosh,  Wash.,  via”  is  substituted  therefor. 

2.  In  jet  route  No.  501  “Hoquiam,  Wash.; 
Neah  Bay,  Wash.,  RBN;  Tofino,  British  Co¬ 
lumbia,  Canada.  RBN;”  is  deleted  and 
“Hoquiam,  Wash.,  INT  Hoquiam  354°  and 
Tatoosh,  Wash.,  162°  radials;  Tatoosh;”  is 
substituted  therefor. 

3.  In  jet  route  No.  523  “to  the  Neah  Bay, 
Wash.,  RBN.”  is  deleted  and  Tatoosh, 
Wash.,  to  Malcomb,  British  Columbia, 
Canada.”  is  substituted  therefor. 

(Secs  307(a),  313(a),  and  1110,  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a),  1354(a), 
and  1510;  Executive  Order  10854  (24  FR 
9565);  Sec.  6(c)  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14  CFR 
11.65.) 

Note.— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic 
Impact  Statement  under  Executive  Order 
11821,  as  amended  by  Executive  Order 
11949,  and  OMB  Circular  A- 107. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
11,  1978. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc.  78-19841  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13] 

[14  CFR  Port  75] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  77-AL-ll] 

AREA  HIGH  ROUTES 
Proposed  Designation 

AGENCY;  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed 

rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  The  FAA  proposed  to 
designate  two  area  high  routes  over 
the  Gulf  of  Alaska  to  provide  addition¬ 
al  routings  between  Anchorage, 
Alaska,  and  Seattle,  Wash.  The  pro¬ 
posal  is  intended  to  increase  the  effi¬ 
ciency  of  airspace  use.  The  existing 
routes  do  not  permit  uninterrupted 
climb/descent  for  aircraft  departing/ 
landing  Seattle. 


DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  August  21, 1978. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  triplicate  to:  Director,  FAA 
Alaskan  Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division.  Docket  No.  77-AL-ll, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  632 
Sixth  Avenue,  Anchorage,  Alaska 
99501.  The  official  docket  may  be  ex¬ 
amined  at  the  following  locations: 
FAA  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel, 
Rules  Docket  (AGC-24),  Room  916, 
800  Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20591.  An  informal  docket 
may  be  examined  at  the  office  of  the 
Regional  Air  Traffic  Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  John  Watterson,  Airspace  Regu¬ 
lations  Branch  (AAT-230),  Airspace 
and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division,  Air 
Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20591;  telephone:  202-426-8525. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate 
in  the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submit¬ 
ting  such  written  data,  views  or  argu¬ 
ments  as  they  may  desire.  Communi¬ 
cations  should  identify  the  airspace 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Director,  Alaskan 
Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  632  Sixth  Avenue,  Anchorage, 
Alaska  99501.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  August  21,  1978, 
will  be  considered  before  action  is 
taken  on  the  proposed  amendment. 
The  proposal  contained  in  this  notice 
may  be  changed  in  the  light  or  com¬ 
ments  received.  All  comments  submit¬ 
ted  will  be  available,  both  before  and 
after  the  closing  date  for  comments;  in 
the  rules  docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of 
this  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
(NPRM)  by  submitting  a  request  to 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Attention: 
Public  Information  Center,  APA-430, 
800  Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20591,  or  by  calling  202- 
426-8058.  Communications  must  iden¬ 
tify  the  docket  number  of  this  NPRM. 
Persons  interested  in  being  placed  on 
the  mailing  list  for  future  NPRM’s 
should  also  request  a  copy  of  Advisory 
Circular  No.  11-2  which  describes  the 
application  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  Subpart  D  of  Part  75  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 


Part  75)  that  would  designate  two  area 
high  routes  southeast  of  Anchorage  to 
provide  additional  routings  for  air 
traffic  operating  between  Anchorage 
and  Seattle.  Area  high  routes  are 
known  also  as  area  navigation  routes 
or  RNAV  routes.  Most  aircraft  be¬ 
tween  Anchorage  and  Seattle  current¬ 
ly  operate  via  Jet  Routes  J-lll,  J-133 
and  J-501.  Aircraft  departing/landing 
Seattle  via  these  routes  are  frequently 
stair-stepped  during  climb/descent 
until  conflicting  traffic  is  no  longer  a 
factor.  Establishment  of  the  two  pro¬ 
posed  area  high  routes  would  provide 
lateral  airspace  for  interrupted  climb/ 
descent  to/from  cruising  altitude. 
Subpart  D  of  part  75  was  republished 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  January  3. 
1978  (43  FR  730). 

ICAO  Considerations 

As  part  of  this  proposal  relates  to 
the  navigable  airspace  outside  of  the 
United  States,  this  notice  is  submitted 
in  consonance  with  the  International 
Civil  Aviation  Organization  (ICAO)  In¬ 
ternational  Standards  and  Recom¬ 
mended  Practices. 

Applicability  of  international  stand¬ 
ards  and  recommended  practices  by 
the  Air  Traffic  Service,  FAA,  in  areas 
outside  domestic  airspace  of  the 
United  States  is  governed  by  article  12 
of  the  annex  11  to  the  Convention  on 
International  Civil  Aviation,  which 
pertains  to  the  establishment  of  air 
navigation  facilities  and  services  neces¬ 
sary  to  promoting  the  safe,  orderly, 
and  expeditious  flow  of  civil  air  traffic. 
Their  purpose  is  to  insure  that  civil 
flying  on  international  air  routes  is 
carried  out  under  uniform  conditions 
designed  to  improve  the  safety  and  ef¬ 
ficiency  of  air  operations. 

The  international  standards  and  rec¬ 
ommended  practices  in  annex  11  apply 
in  those  parts  of  the  airspace  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  a  contracting  State, 
derived  from  ICAO,  wherein  air  traffic 
services  are  provided  and  also  when¬ 
ever  a  contracting  State  accepts  the 
responsibility  of  providing  air  traffic 
services  over  high  seas  or  in  airspace 
of  undetermined  sovereignty.  A  con¬ 
tracting  state  accepting  such  responsi¬ 
bility  may  apply  the  international 
standards  and  recommended  practices 
to  civil  aircraft  in  a  manner  consistent 
with  that  adopted  for  airspace  under 
its  domestic  jurisdiction. 

In  accordance  with  article  3  of  the 
Convention  on  International  Civil  Avi¬ 
ation,  Chicago,  1944,  State  aircraft  are 
exempt  from  the  provisions  of  annex 
1 1  and  its  standards  and  recommended 
practices.  As  a  contracting  State,  the 
United  States  agreed  by  article  3(d) 
that  its  State  aircraft  will  be  operated 
in  international  airspace  with  due 
regard  for  the  safety  of  civil  aircraft. 

Since  this  action  involves,  in  part, 
the  designation  of  navigable  airspace 
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outside  the  United  States,  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  has  consulted  with  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  and  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  Executive  Order  10854. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Mr.  John  Watterson,  Air 
Traffic  Service,  and  Mr.  Richard  W. 
Danforth,  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

The  proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me,  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Administration  proposes  to 
amend  §  75.400  of  Part  75  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  75)  as  republished  (43  FR  730)  to 
designate  two  area  high  routes  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

In  §75.400  the  following  would  be 
added: 

Waypoint  Name,  Location  and  Reference 
Facility 

J-886R  Anchorage,  Alaska,  to  Yakutat, 
Alaska 

NOWEL,  60°29'01"  N„  148°38’01"  W.,  An- 

phnro  op  Aloclfo 

ARISE,  60°00'02"  N.,  146°09'06"  W.,  Middle- 
ton  Island,  Alaska. 

KONKS,  59°33'04”  N.,  144W00"  W.,  Middle- 
ton  Island,  Alaska. 

KILLA,  58  45  00"  N.,  1403500"  W.,  Yakutat, 
Alaska. 

Waypoint  Name,  Location  and  Reference 
Facility 

J-997R  Anchorage  Alaska,  to  Annette 
Island,  Alaska 

NOWEL,  60°29'01"  N„  148°38'01"  W.f  An- 

phnrso'P  Aloclra 

TONTS,  59  5106"  N..  146°18'00"  W.,  Middle- 
ton  Island,  Alaska. 

DUNKS,  57°58'07"  N.,  140°14'00"  W., 

Yakutat,  Alaska. 

HOLLI,  56°40'00”  N.,  137°00  00"  W.,  Biorka 

TclanH  A 1  a  qL*  a 

MOCHA,  54"2905"  N.,  133”0002"  W.,  An¬ 
nette  Island,  Alaska. 

(Secs.  307(a),  313(a)  and  1110,  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a),  1354(a) 
and  1510);  Executive  Order  10854  (24  FR 
9565);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.(c));  and  14  CFR  11.65.) 

Note.— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Economic 
Impact  Statement  under  Executive  Order 
11821,  as  amended  by  Executive  Order 
11949,  and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
13,  1978. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 
[FR  Doc.  78-20120  Filed  7-19-78:  8:45  am) 
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[1505-01] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Federal  Insurance  Administration 
[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-4202) 

*  NATIONAL  FLOOD  INSURANCE  PROGRAM 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Determinations  for 
the  City  of  Newton,  Harvey  County,  Kans. 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  78-15202  appearing  at 
page  24700  in  the  issue  for  Wednes¬ 
day,  June  7,  1978,  in  the  table  in  the 
middle  column  of  page  24701,  for 
“South  Branch,  Slate  Creek”,  the  ele¬ 
vation  in  feet  for  “Confluence  with 
Slate  Creek”  now  reading  "1443” 
should  have  read  “1433”.  The  eleva¬ 
tion  in  feet  for  “Kansas  Street”  now 
reading  “1433”  should  have  read 
“1443”. 


[3710-92] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Corps  of  Engineers,  Department  of  the  Army 

[33  CFR  Part  207] 

NAVIGATION  REGULATIONS 

Puget  Sound  Area,  Washington 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Army,  Corps  of  Engi¬ 
neers,  DOD. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed 

rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  The  Corps  of  Engineers 
proposes  to  amend  regulations  which 
establish  a  restricted  area  in  the 
waters  adjacent  to  the  Puget  Sound 
Naval  Shipyard,  Bremerton,  Wash. 
The  revision  is  necessary  to  provide 
physical  security  for  the  shipyard  and 
berthed  inactive  ships  and  safe  naviga¬ 
tion  in  the  area. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  August  21, 1978. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to:  Office 
of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  ATTN: 
DAEN-CWO-N,  Washington,  D.C. 
20314. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Ralph  T.  Eppard  at  202-693- 
5070. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  Commander,  13th  Naval  District, 
Seattle,  Wash ,  has  requested  that  33 
CFR  Part  207.750(k)  be  amended  to 
enlarge  an  existing  restricted  area. 
The  regulation  presently  restricts  ves¬ 
sels  of  more  than  100  gross  tons  from 
navigating  within  the  restricted  area. 
This  revision,  if  adopted,  will  prohibit 
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navigation  of  all  vessels  except  certain 
state,  military  and  public  vessels 
within  an  area  extending  out  approxi¬ 
mately  100  yards  south  from  the  shore 
or  any  shipyard  structure  without  per¬ 
mission  from  the  enforcing  agency. 

Accordingly,  we  propose  to  amend  33 
CFR  Part  207.750,  paragraph  (k)  by 
adding  subparagraph  (2)  Area  No.  i; 
and  adding  subparagraph  (3)(ii)  The 
regulations— Area  No.  2,  as  set  forth 
below: 

§  207.750  Puget  Sound  Area,  Washington. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(k)  Sinclair  Inlet;  naval  restricted 
areas— (.  1)  Area  No.  1.  All  the  waters  of 
Sinclair  Inlet  westerly  of  a  line  drawn 
from  the  Bremerton  Ferry  Landing 
(approximately  latitude  47°33'49'',  lon¬ 
gitude  122°32'19”)  to  the  Anapolis 
Ferry  Landing  (approximately  latitude 
47°32'59.5",  longitude  122°36'52"). 

(2)  Area  No.  2.  That  area  of  Sinclair 

Inlet  to  the  north  and  west  of  an  area 
bounded  by  a  line  commencing  at  lati¬ 
tude  122°37'27"  W.,  longitude  47°33'44" 
N.;  thence  S.  29  59  E.  to  latitude 
122°37'22.5"  W.,  longitude  47°33'40"  N.; 
thence  S.  37°49'  W.  to  latitude 

122°37'41"  W.,  longitude  47°33'24"  N.; 
thence  S.  77°43'  W.  to  latitude 

122°38'08"  W.,  longitude  47°33'20"  N.; 
thence  S.  42°55'  W.  to  latitude 

122°38'25''  W.,  longitude  47°33'08"  N.; 
thence  true  west  to  latitude  122°33'54" 
W.,  longitude  47°33'08"  N.;  thence  S. 
63°26'  W.  to  latitude  122°39'02.5"  W., 
longitude  47°33'05"  N.;  thence  true 

west  to  latitude  122°39'37"  W.,  longi¬ 
tude  47°33'05"  N.,  and  thence  along 
the  shoreline  to  the  point  of  begin¬ 
ning.  This  line  is  located  approximate¬ 
ly  100  yards  from  the  southerly  end  of 
the  naval  shipyard  piers,  drydocks  or 
shoreline. 

(3)  The  regulations,  (i)  Area  No.  1. 
No  vessel  of  more  than  100  gross  tons 
shall  enter  this  area  or  navigate  there¬ 
in  without  permission  from  the  enforc¬ 
ing  agency. 

(ii)  Area  No.  2.  Vessels  and  other 
craft,  except  those  under  the  supervi¬ 
sion  of  local  military  or  naval  authori¬ 
ty,  public  vessels,  and  Horluck  Trans¬ 
portation  Co.,  Inc.,  and  Washington 
State  Ferries,  shall  not  enter  this  area 
without  permission  from  the  enforcing 
agency. 

(iii)  The  regulations  in  this  para¬ 
graph  shall  be  enforced  by  Comman¬ 
dant,  13th  Naval  District,  or  his  au¬ 
thorized  representative. 

(40  Stat.  266;  33  U.S.C.  1.) 

Note.— The  Corps  of  Engineers  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  this  document  does  not  contain 
a  major  proposal  requiring  preparation  of 
an  inflation  impact  statement  under  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 
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Dated:  July  13, 1978. 

Thomas  J.  Woodall, 
Lieutenant  Colonel,  CE,  Acting 
Executive  Director,  Engineer 
Staff. 

tPR  Doc.  78-20123  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6712-01] 

,  FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[47  CFR  Port  73] 

CBC  Docket  No.  78-129:  RM-3008;  RM-3009; 
RM-3143] 

FM  BROADCAST  STATIONS  IN  YERMO  AND 
MOUNTAIN  PASS,  CALIF.  AND  NORTH  LAS 
VEGAS,  NEV. 

Order  Extending  Time  for  Filing  Reply 
Comments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Order  extending  time. 

SUMMARY:  Action  taken  herein  ex¬ 
tends  the  time  for  filing  reply  com¬ 
ments  in  a  proceeding  involving  FM 
channel  assignments  in  Mountain  Pass 
and  Yermo,  Calif.,  and  North  Las 
Vegas,  Calif.  The  additional  time  is 
given  so  that  parties  can  make  a  re¬ 
sponse  to  the  counterproposal  to 
assign  the  channel  to  North  Las  Vegas 
instead  of  to  Mountain  Pass. 

DATES:  Reply  comments  must  be  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  July  31, 1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Federal  Communica¬ 
tions  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mark  N.  Lipp,  Broadcast  Bureau, 
202-632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Order  Extending  Time  for  Filing 
Reply  Comments 

Adopted:  July  12,  1978. 

Released:  July  14,  1978. 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§  73.202(b),  Table  of  Assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations.  (Yermo  and 
Mountain  Pass,  Calif,  and  North  Las 
Vegas,  Nev.',  BC  Docket  No.  78-129, 
Rm-3008,  RM-3009,  RM-3143. 

1.  On  April  28,  1978,  the  Commission 
adopted  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making,  43  FR  20247,  concerning  the 
above-entitled  proceeding.  The  date 
for  filing  reply  comments  is  presently 
July  17,  1978. 

2.  On  May  11,  1978,  a  petition  was 
filed  by  D.  Garry  Munson  and  John 
Charles  Larsh,  -requesting  the  assign- 


'This  community  has  been  added  to  the 
caption. 
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ment  of  FM  Channel  258  to  North  Las 
Vegas,  Nev.  This  request  conflicts  with 
the  earlier  proposal  to  assign  Channel 
258  to  Mountain  Pass,  Calif.,  as  set 
forth  in  the  notice.  Since  the  North 
Las  Vegas  petition  is  entitled  to  be 
considered  as  a  timely  filed  counter¬ 
proposal  in  this  proceeding,  we  have 
consolidated  the  petition  herein  on 
our  own  motion. 

3.  Public  Notice  of  this  counterpro¬ 
posal  (RM-3143)  was  given  on  July  11, 
1978.  Pursuant  to  that  action,  the 
Commission,  also  on  its  own  motion,  is 
extending  the  time  for  filing  reply 
comments  in  ord^r  to  give  all  parties 
an  opportunity  to  prepare  a  response 
to  the  counterproposal. 

4.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That 
the  date  for  filing  reply  comments  in 
BC  Docket  No.  78-129  is  extended  to 
and  including  July  31, 1978. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

(FR  Doc.  78-20149  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6712-01] 

[47  CFR  Part  73] 

[Docket  No.  19982;  RM-2297] 

FM  BROADCAST  STATIONS 

Report  and  Order  in  Mountain  View,  Arkansas 
and  terminating  proceeding 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Memorandum  Opinion  and 
Order. 

SUMMARY:  FCC  clarifies  and 

changes  slightly  a  prior  order  adding 
TV  Channel  6  as  a  noncommercial 
educational  assignment  at  Mountain 
View,  Ark.  The  new  order  concerns 
timing  of  and  reports  to  the  FCC  on 
slight  frequency  changes  to  be  made 
by  several  operating  Channel  6  sta¬ 
tions  (KTVC-TV,  Dodge  City.  Kans.; 
WDSU-TV,  New  Orleans,  La.;  WABG- 
TV,  Greenwood,  Miss.;  KMOS-TV, 
Sedalia,  Mo.;  KOTV,  Tulsa.  Okla.; 
KRIS-TV,  Corpus  Christi,  Tex.; 
KCEN-TV,  Temple,  Tex.;  and  KTAL- 
TV,  Texarkana,  Ark.)  to  accommodate 
a  new  Channel  6  station  at  Mountain 
View,  Ark. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  Nonapplicable. 

ADDRESSES:  Federal  Communica¬ 
tions  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Carol  P.  Foelak,  Broadcast  Bureau 
(202-632-7792). 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Adopted:  July  10,  1978. 

Released:  July  14,  1978. 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§  73.606(b)  Table  of  Assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations.  (Mountain  View, 
Arkansas),  Docket  No.  19982,  RM- 
2297. 

1.  We  have  before  us  a  petition,  filed 
by  the  Arkansas  Educational  Televi¬ 
sion  Commission  ("AETC”)  on  Decem¬ 
ber  8,  1976,  for  reconsideration  of  our 
Report  and  Order,  41  FR  19103  (No¬ 
vember  8,  1976),  in  this  proceeding. 
Channel  6,  Inc.  ("KCEN”),  licensee  of 
KCEN-TV  Temple- Waco,  Tex.,  filed 
comments  in  response  to  the  petition. 

2.  Our  Report  and  order  amended 
the  Television  Table  of  Assignments  to 
add  Channel  6  at  Mountain  View,  Ark. 
It  changed  the  frequency  offset  of  the 
Channel  6  assignments  in  nine  other 
U.S.  cities,  and  modified  the  licenses 
of  the  eight  operating  Channel  6  tele¬ 
vision  stations  in  those  cities  (includ¬ 
ing  KCEN-TV)  to  specify  the  changed 
offsets.  The  modification  was  made, 
subject  to  several  conditions  concern¬ 
ing  the  changeover.  AETC,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  which  had  requested  assigning 
Channel  6  at  Mountain  View,  has 
pending  an  application  for  construc¬ 
tion  permit  there.  It  is  to  bear  the  cost 
of  the  changes  made  by  the  other  sta¬ 
tions.  It  requests  some  changes  and 
clarifications  of  the  conditions  con¬ 
cerning  the  changes. 

3.  Paragraph  7(a)  of  our  Report  and 
Order  required  the  licensees  to  inform 
the  Commission  of  their  acceptance  of 
the  modifications  of  their  licenses. 
AETC  states  that  two  of  the  licensees. 
Stations  WABG,  Greenwood,  Miss, 
and  KTVC-TV,  Dodge  City,  Kans.  did 
not  respond  and  argues  that  their  con¬ 
sent  should  be  implied.  In  fact  the  li¬ 
censees  of  the  two  stations  did  respond 
and  consent,  so  no  further  discussion 
of  this  point  is  necessary. 

4.  Paragraph  7(c)  concerned  the 
timing  of  the  offset  changes.  AETC  is 
concerned  that  the  individual  stations 
might  make  them  at  different  times, 
causing  unnecessary  interference  in 
some  areas,  possibly  for  an  indefinite 
period,  and  it  suggests  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  set  a  fixed  date  for  all  to  use, 
namely  when  the  permittee  on  Chan¬ 
nel  6  commences  operation  on  pro¬ 
gram  test  Authority.  We  will  make 
clear  that  all  stations  should  work  to¬ 
gether  and  change  at  the  same  time, 
although  they  need  not  wait  until  the 
future  Mountain  View  permittee 
commences  operation  before  making 
the  change.  Also  in  connection  with 
the  timing  of  the  changes.  KCEN 
notes  that  paragraph  9(d)  states,  "The 
licensees  shall  not  commence  oper¬ 
ations  on  the  newly  authorized  fre¬ 
quencies  until  the  Commission  specifi¬ 
cally  authorizes  each  to  do  so."  KCEN 
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is  concerned  that  it  might  be  inter¬ 
preted  to  mean  that  the  licensees  are 
required  to  await  Commission  approv¬ 
al  to  commence  operations  after  the 
new  crystals  are  installed.  This,  it  in¬ 
sists,  would  be  unsatisfactory  since, 
once  the  crystals  are  installed,  the  sta¬ 
tion  must  operate  on  the  new  frequen¬ 
cy  or  not  at  all.  Our  intent  was  only  to 
require  the  licensees  to  obtain  Com¬ 
mission  approval  before  actually  in¬ 
stalling  the  new  crystals.  Thus  there 
would  be  no  delay  in  resuming  oper¬ 
ation.  Of  course,  while  each  licensee 
must  receive  separate  approval  for  its 
change,  they  will  all  make  the  changes 
at  the  same  time. 

5.  Paragraph  7(c)  also  requires  each 
affected  licensee  to  submit  a  complete 
proof  of  performance  after  making  the 
changes.  AETC  argues  that  this  is  un¬ 
necessary  for  such  slight  frequency 
changes  and  notes  that  it  would  be 
very  expensive  for  AETC  to  pay  for 
the  complete  proofs  for  all  the  sta¬ 
tions.  We  agree  that  a  complete  proof 
of  performance  is  unnecessary  and  will 
modify  the  order  to  require  the  licens¬ 
ees  merely  to  submit  data  to  show  that 
the  newly  authorized  frequency  of  the 
visual  and  aural  carriers  is  properly  es¬ 
tablished. 

6.  As  discussed  above,  several 
changes  and  clarifications  of  our 
Report  and  Order  are  necessary.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  pursuant  to  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  sections  4(i),  5(d)(1),  303(g) 
and  (r)  and  307(b)  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended  and 
§  0.281(b)(6)  of  the  Commission’s  rules: 
It  is  ordered.  That: 

(a)  The  last  sentence  of  paragraph 
7(c)  of  our  Report  and  Order  is  de¬ 
leted; 

(b)  Ten  days  after  commencing  oper¬ 
ation  on  the  newly  authorized  fre¬ 
quency,  the  licensees  shall  submit  fre¬ 
quency  measurements  made  on  three 
different  days  to  show  that  the  newly 
authorized  frequency  of  the  visual  and 
aural  carriers  is  properly  established. 

(c)  The  licensees  should  work  to¬ 
gether  to  make  the  offset  modifica¬ 
tions  on  the  same  date.  This  will  mini¬ 
mize  the  possibility  of  fringe  area  in¬ 
terference  occuring  as  a  result  of  stag¬ 
gered  changeover  dates.  The  licensees 
may  find  it  advantageous  to  select  one 
of  their  group  to  coordinate  a 
timetable  for  simultaneous  change¬ 
over.  This  licensee  may  also  inform 
the  Commission  of  the  progress  and 
problems  faced  by  the  group  in 
making  the  offset  modifications. 

7.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Commission  shall  send  a 
copy  of  this  Memorandum  of  Opinion 
and  Order  by  certified  mail,  return  re¬ 
ceipt  requested,  to  the  licensees  of  Sta¬ 
tions  KTVC-TV,  Dodge  City,  Kans.; 
WDSU-TV,  New  Orleans,  La.;  WABG- 
TV,  Greenwood,  Miss.;  KMOS-TV, 
Sedalia,  Mo.;  KOTV-TV,  Tulsa,  Okla.; 


KRIS-TV,  Corpus  Christi,  Tex.; 
KCEN-TV,  Temple,  Tex.;  and  KTAL- 
TV,  Texarkana,  Tex. 

8.  It  is  further  .ordered.  That  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 
[FR  Doc.  78-20151  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6712-01] 

[47  CFR  Port  73] 

[BC  Docket  No.  21136;  FCC  78-383] 

NONCOMMERCIAL  NATURE  OF  EDUCATIONAL 
BROADCAST  STATIONS 

First  Report  and  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  First  report  and  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  This  item  discusses  the 
responses  received  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  March  15,  1977,  Notice  of  Inqui¬ 
ry  concerning  the  noncommercial 
nature  of  noncommercial  educational 
broadcast  stations.  The  item  addresses 
promotional  announcements,  over-the- 
air  auction,  fund-raising  marathons 
and  underwriting  credits,  and  proposes 
rule  changes  dealing  with  some  of 
these  activities. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  October  2,  1978,  and  reply 
comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  November  1, 1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Federal  Communica¬ 
tions  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Jeffrey  Malickson,  Broadcast 
Bureau,  (202-632-7551). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Adopted:  June  7, 1978. 

Released:  July  17,  1978. 

In  the  matter  of  Commission  Policy 
Concerning  the  Noncommercial 
Nature  of  Educational  Broadcast  Sta¬ 
tions  [See  42  FR  33780]. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  the 
Notice  of  Inquiry  released  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  FCC  77-162,  March  15,  1977, 
42  FR  15927  (March  24.  1977),  and  the 
comments  1  filed  in  response  to  the 
notice.  The  purpose  of  the  notice  was 
to  inquire  about  certain  activities  of 
noncommercial  educational  broadcast 


'The  parties  filing  comments  are  listed  in 
Appendix  A.  The  deadline  for  filing  com¬ 
ments,  originally  May  16,  1977,  was  ex¬ 
tended  to  July  15,  1977  by  order  released 
June  28,  1977. 


stations,  such  as  announcements  pro¬ 
moting  the  sale  of  products  and  ser¬ 
vices,  underwriting  credits  and  over- 
the-air  auctions,  with  a  view  toward 
providing  clarification  and  guidance  as 
to  Commission  rules  and  policies  in 
these  areas  for  the  benefit  of  educa¬ 
tional  stations  and  others  concerned 
about  the  service  provided  by  those 
stations. 2  To  this  end,  the  notice  posed 
22  specific  questions  concerning  the 
above  activities  and  other  matters,  and 
asked  for  the  comments  of  all  interest¬ 
ed  parties.  The  Commission  is  grati¬ 
fied  by  the  large  response  to  the 
notice  and  will  address  the  questions, 
seriatim,  below.3  However,  before  turn¬ 
ing  to  a  discussion  of  the  specific  ques¬ 
tions  raised,  some  general  observations 
are  appropriate. 

2.  This  inquiry  was  designed,  in 
effect,  to  define  the  limitations  on  the 
noncommercial  status  of  radio  and 
television  stations  that  operate  on  re¬ 
served  noncommercial  educational 
television  allocations  and  in  the  re¬ 
served  noncommercial  educational 
portion  of  the  FM  radio  band.4  Most 
comments  filed  in  this  proceeding 
were  by  current  noncommercial  educa¬ 
tional  licensees  and  other  organiza¬ 
tions  concerned  with  the  well  being  of 
this  medium.  While  they  do  not  com¬ 
prise  all  licensees  (or  even  a  majority 
of  the  radio  licensees)  that  are  on  re¬ 
served  noncommercial  educational  fre¬ 
quencies,  and  which  will  therefore  be 
subject  to  these  proposed  rules,  public 
broadcasters  funded  in  part  by  Federal 
contributions  under  the  Public  Broad¬ 
casting  Act  of  1967  and  part  from  pri¬ 
vate  sources  are  among  those  most  ac¬ 
tively  concerned  with  this  issue.  These 
parties  universally  proclaimed  the  lack 
of  adequate  funds  for  public  broad¬ 
casting  and  argued  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  should  take  no  action  which 
would  adversely  affect  the  public 
broadcaster’s  ability  financially  to  sup- 


1  The  inquiry  is  not,  as  requested  by  some 
parties,  a  vehicle  by  which  to  adopt  new 
methods  for  funding  noncommercial  educa¬ 
tional  broadcasting. 

’Comments  were  submitted  by,  or  on 
behalf  of,  191  parties.  The  comments  con¬ 
tained  numerous  suggestions  and  requests 
for  specific  rule  changes  and,  although  all 
such  suggestions  and  requests  were  consid¬ 
ered,  we  have  addressed  in  the  following 
paragraphs  only  those  we  believed  to  be  the 
most  significant  and  relevant  to  the  matters 
under  discussion. 

'We  are  today  also  adopting  a  Notice  of 
Inquiry  (BC  Docket  No.  78-164)  to  deter¬ 
mine  how  better  to  define  the  eligibility  of 
this  class  of  licensees  as  a  whole,  with  a  par¬ 
ticular  focus  on  the  “educational”  portion 
of  the  definition  of  this  eligibility  status. 
One  alternative  proposed  in  that  notice, 
however,  would  open  eligibility  for  reserved 
frequencies  purely  on  the  basis  of 
“noncommercial”  status.  Because  of  the 
interrelationship  between  that  item  and 
this  one,  we  urge  parties  commenting  in 
both  proceedings  to  cross  reference  their 
comments. 
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port  station  operation.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  Commission  received  a 
number  of  comments  from  commercial 
licensees  and  members  of  the  public 
complaining  that  public  broadcasters, 
in  seeking  funds  for  station  oper¬ 
ations,  have  turned  more  and  more  to 
commercialism.  These  parties  point  to 
practices  such  as  public  broadcasters’ 
solicitation  of  corporate  and  business 
underwriters,  hard-sell  tactics  em¬ 
ployed  during  auctions,  and  numerous 
program  interruptions  to  request  con¬ 
tributions.  Some  call  for  an  end  to 
these  practices;  others  request  that 
present  levels  of  this  activity  at  least 
be  curtailed  and  limits  imposed.  Of 
particular  concern  to  many  is  the  ap¬ 
parent  acceptance  by  public  broadcast¬ 
ers  of  financial  support  in  return  for 
over-the-air  identification  of  contribu¬ 
tors.  The  concerns  about  these  prac¬ 
tices  of  public  broadcasters  are  at  least 
potentially  equally  applicable  to  other 
noncommercial  educational  licensees 
and  the  terms  public  and 
noncommercial  educational  are  used 
interchangeably  for  purposes  of  dis¬ 
cussion  in  this  document. 

3.  The  Commission  recognized  in 
Noncommercial  Educational  Stations, 
26  FCC  2d  339  (1970),  that  trends  in 
some  fund-raising  practices  would 
have  to  be  examined  to  assess  their 
public  interest  implications,  and  to 
some  extent  this  has  been  done  in  the 
following  paragraphs.  However,  in 
considering  requests  that  over-the-air 
methods  of  obtaining  funds,  such  as 
underwriting,  auctions,  and  appeals, 
be  eliminated  or  curtailed,  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  been  mindful  of  the  con¬ 
gressional  policy  that  a  large  portion 
of  public  broadcasting’s  financial  sup¬ 
port  is  to  come  from  the  private 
sector.  In  enacting  the  Public  Broad¬ 
casting  Act  of  1967,  Congress  clearly 
expected  the  newly  formed  Corpora¬ 
tion  for  Public  Broadcasting  to  ap¬ 
proach  businesses  and  individuals  for 
financial  support  and  to  examine  the 
possibility  of  annual  campaigns  for 
the  benefit  of  educational  broadcast¬ 
ing  stations.  H.R.  Rep.  No.  572,  90th 
Cong.,  1st  Sess.  21  (1967).  And  it  was 
assumed  that  fund-raising  would  be  vi¬ 
gorous.  Id.  It  was  hoped  that  contribu¬ 
tions  would  flow  from  a  diversity  of 
private  sources,  individual  as  well  as 
institutional.  S.  Rep.  No.  222,  90th 
Cong.,  1st  Sess.  8  (1967).  This  congres¬ 
sional  intent  was  carried  over  when 
the  Public  Broadcasting  Financing  Act 
of  1975  was  enacted.  See  generally,  S. 
Rep.  No.  433,  94th  Cong.,  1st  Sess. 
(1975).  Particular  emphasis  was  direct¬ 
ed  toward  the  concept  of  localism  in 
public  broadcasting,  and  the  1975  Act 
was  designed  to  encourage  further  fi¬ 
nancial  *  *  *  independence  at  the  local 
level.  Id.  at  9.  In  fact,  the  priciple  of 
Federal  “matching”  of  funds  raised  lo¬ 
cally  by  public  broadcasters,  at  a  speci¬ 


fied  statutory  ratio,  was  created  by  the 
1975  Act.  This  has  given  a  congression¬ 
al  stimulus  to  much  of  the  increased 
over-the-air  fund  raising  activity  by 
public  broadcasters.  This  matching 
scheme  is  continued  in  the  new  long- 
range  funding  bills  for  public  broad¬ 
casting  currently  before  the  Congress. 
If  Congress  wished  to.  reduce  the  pres¬ 
sures  for  aggressive  fund-raising  tech¬ 
niques  by  public  stations,  it  could 
adopt  a  different  method  of  providing 
Federal  support  for  such  stations.  In 
view  of  the  current  and  past  congres¬ 
sional  intent,  the  Commission  firmly 
believes  that  there  is  a  place  in  the 
present  system  of  noncommercial  edu¬ 
cational  broadcasting  for  over-the-air 
practices  which  raise  funds  for  station 
support.  Moreover,  it  should  be  recog¬ 
nized,  that  announcements  acknowl¬ 
edging  entities  contributing  money  for 
particular  program  purposes  must  be 
made  to  identify  sponsored  program 
matter  pursuant  to  Section  317  of  the 
Communications  Act  and  Section 
73.1212  of  the  Commission’s  Rules. 
However,  in  the  following  paragraphs 
we  have  proposed  rules  placing  limits 
on  some  of  these  activities  with  an  eye 
toward  striking  a  reasonable  balance 
between  the  financial  needs  of  such 
stations  and  their  obligation  to  pro¬ 
vide  an  essentially  noncommercial 
broadcast  service. 

4.  We  turn  now  to  a  discussion  of  the 
specific  questions  raised  in  the  notice. 

5.  In  question  1,  the  Commission 
asked  whether  the  prohibition  against 
announcements  promoting  the  sale  of 
a  product  or  service  should  be  limited 
to  those  announcements  that  directly 
promote  such  sales.  Although  this  pro¬ 
hibition  applies  to  all  announcements 
on  noncommercial  educational  sta¬ 
tions,  in  posing  question  1  the  Com¬ 
mission  stated  a  desire  to  develop 
some  criteria  or  guidelines  to  assist 
broadcasters  in  differentiating  be¬ 
tween  announcements  of  transitory 
services  which  informed  listeners  of 
these  services  available  in  the  commu¬ 
nity  and  those  announcements  which 
promoted  the  sale  of  such  services.  We 
also  stated  our  belief  that  whether  the 
licensee  received  payment  for  the  an¬ 
nouncement  or  whether  the  announce¬ 
ment  was  broadcast  on  behalf  of  a 
nonprofit  entity  was  not  determinative 
of  the  question,. since  announcements 
broadcast  under  either  of  those  cir¬ 
cumstances  may  promote  the  sale  of  a 
product  or  service  or  constitute  com¬ 
mercial  clutter.  In  the  notice,  we  indi¬ 
cated  that  announcements  which 
urged  attendance  at,  or  stated  ticket 
prices  of,  events  would  be  directly  pro¬ 
motional,  but  that  announcements 
limited  to  dates,  location  and  time 
would  be  indirectly  promotional  and 
permissible.  In  addition  to  receiving 
numerous  comments  on  what  consti¬ 
tutes  direct  vis-a-vis  indirect  promo¬ 


tion,  the  Commission  received  several 
comments  questioning  its  authority, 
on  constitutional  grounds,  to  proscribe 
broadcast  of  announcements  which 
may  promote  the  sale  of  products  or 
services  for  which  no  consideration  is 
received,  particularly  on  the  basis  of 
our  commercial  clutter  policy.  It  was 
also  argued  that  any  guidelines  pro¬ 
posed,  particularly  a  direct/indirect 
one,  would  be  constitutionally  vague. 
We  will  first  discuss  these  constitu¬ 
tional  questions  and  then  the  other 
matters  raised  by  question  No.  1. 

6.  Most  parties  questioning  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  constitutional  authority  to 
proscribe  unpaid-for  announcements 
concede  that  the  Commission  has  au¬ 
thority  to  ban  the  sale  of  advertising 
in  particular  radio  and  television  ser¬ 
vices  and  appropriately  has  done  so  in 
the  educational  broadcasting  service. 
This  power  derives  from  Sections 
303(a)  and  (b)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  which  autho¬ 
rizes  the  FCC  to  classify  radio  stations 
and  to  prescribe  the  nature  of  the 
service  to  be  rendered  by  each  class  of 
licensed  stations  and  each  station 
within  any  class.  However,  it  is  argued 
that  announcements  which  are  not 
paid  for,  or  which  merely  are  said  to 
constitute  commercial  clutter,  are  not 
broadcast  in  return  for  consideration 
and  therefore  do  not  come  within  the 
Commission’s  definition  of  commercial 
matter  applicable  to  commercial 
broadcast  stations.  The  parties  con¬ 
clude  that  Commission  regulation  of 
such  broadcast  matter  interferes  with 
the  noncommercial  educational  licens¬ 
ee’s  programing  discretion,  and  is, 
thus,  contrary  to  the  statute  and  the 
constitution. 

7.  The  parties  argue  that  these  re¬ 
strictions  may  prohibit  broadcast  of 
information  regarding  local  events  and 
activities  of  either  a  cultural,  educa¬ 
tional  or  charitable  nature,  as  well  as 
programs  presenting  critical  reviews  of 
cultural  events  or  consumer  products. 
The  parties  assert  that  the  decision  to 
broadcast  such  matter  is  clearly  one 
within  the  licensee’s  programing  dis¬ 
cretion,  Columbia  Broadcasting 
System,  Inc.  v.  National  Democratic 
Committee,  412  U.S.  94  (1973).  They 
claim  that  licensees  should  be  free  to 
broadcast  all  relevant  information  re¬ 
garding  local  events  or  activities,  and, 
in  programs  reviewing  cultural  matter 
or  consumer  products,  to  recommend 
attendance  or  nonattendance  or  pur¬ 
chase  or  nonpurchase  of  products  or 
services.  It  is  contended  that  any  regu¬ 
lation  of  broadcasts  of  this  nature, 
particularly  one  employing  the  loose 
standard  of  direct/indirect,  would  be- 
unconstitutionally  vague.  Interstate 
Circuit,  Inc.  v.  Dallas,  390  U.S.  676 
(1965),  and  fail  to  inform  licensees  of 
what  is  permitted,  Speiser  v.  Randall, 
357  U.S.  513  (1968).  Consequently,  the 
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regulations  would  have  a  chilling 
effect  on  the  broadcast  of  such  infor¬ 
mation,  Hynes  v.  Mayor  and  Council 
of  Borough  of  Oradell,  425  U.S.  610 
(1976),  resulting  in  licensees  foregoing 
the  broadcast  of  this  material  for  fear 
of  violating  the  law.  It  is  also  argued 
that  present  rules  and  the  commercial 
clutter  policy  are  constitutionally  sus¬ 
pect  as  prior  restraints  on  licensee  pro¬ 
graming  discretion.  Near  v.  Minnesota, 
283  U.S.  697  (1931),  and  that  broad¬ 
casters  cannot  be  required  to  seek 
waivers  each  time  a  close  case  arises 
because  the  first  amendment  prevents 
Commission  review  of  broadcast  mate¬ 
rial  to  determine  whether  on  the  basis 
of  its  content  it  can  or  cannot  be 
broadcast.  See  Home  Box  Office,  Inc. 
v.  FCC,  567  F.  2d  9  (D.C.  Cir.),  cert, 
denied,  98  S.  Ct.  Ill  (1977).  Finally, 
the  parties  assert  that  recent  Supreme 
Court  decisions  striking  down  State 
statutes  aimed  at  regulating  commer¬ 
cial  advertising  have  clearly  stated 
that  commercial  speech  is  constitu¬ 
tionally  protected  just  as  other  forms 
of  speech  and  deserving  of  full  first 
amendment  protection,  thus  casting 
further  doubt  on  the  Commission’s  au¬ 
thority  to  regulate  in  this  area.  Biglow 
v.  Virginia,  421  U.S.  809  (1975); 
Virgina  State  Board  of  Pharmacy  v. 
Virginia  Citizens  Consumer  Council, 
Inc.,  425  U.S.  748  (1976);  and  Bates  v. 
State  Bar  of  Arizona,  433  U.S.  350 
(1977),  the  advertising  cases. 

8.  The  Commission  believes  that  the 
Communications  Act  clearly  autho¬ 
rizes  proscription  of  all  commercial 
speech  on  noncommercial  educational 
broadcast  stations  and  that  the  first 
amendment  to  the  Constitution 
presents  no  bar  to  such  regulation.  As 
noted  above,  sections  303(a)  and  (b)  of 
the  act  authorize  the  Commission  to 
classify  radio  stations  to  prescribe  the 
nature  of  the  service  to  be  rendered  by 
each  class  of  licensed  stations  and 
each  station  within  any  class.  The 
Commission’s  authority,  pursuant  to 
this  power,  to  establish  categories  of 
communications  service,  confine  their 
use  to  particular  frequencies  and  de¬ 
termine  the  kinds  and  types  of  com¬ 
munications  which  fall  within  the  au¬ 
thorized  categories,  has  long  been  rec¬ 
ognized.  See  National  Broadcasting 
Co.  v.  United  States,  319  U.S.  190 
(1943);  Gross  v.  Federal  Communica¬ 
tions  Commission,  480  F.  2d  1288  (2nd 
Cir.  1973);  Lafayette  Radio  Electronics 
Corp.  v.  United  States,  345  F.  2d  278 
(2nd  Cir.  1965);  Subscription  Televi¬ 
sion  Service,  15  FCC  2d  466,  565-566 
(1968),  aff’d  sub  nom,  National  Associ¬ 
ation  of  Theatre  Owners  v.  Federal 
Communications  Commission,  420  F. 
2d  194  (D.C.  Cir.  1969).  In  recognizing 
this  authority  of  the  Commission,  the 
courts  have  specifically  declared  that 
this  regulatory  function  does  not 
abridge  First  Amendment  freedom  of 
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speech  privileges  or  constitute  censor¬ 
ship.  National  Broadcasting  Co., 
supra,  p.  227;  Lafayette  Radio  Elec¬ 
tronics  Corp.,  supra,  p.  281.  The  Com¬ 
mission  routinely  designates  the  types 
of  communications  content  which  are 
permissible  or  prohibited  in  the  differ¬ 
ent  communications  services,  and  in 
certain  services  has  been  specifically 
prohibited  communications  containing 
commercial  content.  See  Rules  and 
Regulations  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission,  section 
95.501(a)(9)  (proscription  of  citizens 
band  service  for  advertising  or  solicit¬ 
ing  sale  of  goods  or  services). 

9.  The  argument  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  is  prohibited  from  regulating 
commercial  speech  which  is  not  paid 
for  asserts,  in  effect,  that  although 
the  Commission  may  establish  catego¬ 
ries  of  service,  it  may  not  make  a  de¬ 
termination  as  to  the  kinds  and  types 
of  communications  which  fall  within 
the  authorized  categories.  The  estab¬ 
lishment  of  a  category  without  a  de¬ 
termination  of  the  composition  of  the 
traffic  would,  in  the  Commission’s 
view,  result  in  virtually  no  regulation 
at  all  and  an  abdication  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  of  its  congressionally  imposed 
responsibilities.  National  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Co.,  supra,  p.  216.  Thus,  it  is  for 
the  Commission  to  determine  what 
constitutes  commercial  matter  for  the 
purposes  of  its  rules,  regulations  and 
policies  governing  noncommercial  edu¬ 
cational  broadcast  stations. 

10.  The  Commission’s  rules  present¬ 
ly  prohibit  the  broadcast  on 
noncommercial  educational  stations  of 
announcements  that  promote  the  sale 
of  a  product  or  service.  This  phrase  is 
broader  than  the  definition  of  a  com¬ 
mercial  announcement  used  for  com¬ 
mercial  stations,  and  properly  so.  We 
do  not  think  that  it  is  appropriate  to 
permit  the  broadcast  on  a 
noncommercial  educational  station  of 
a  commercial  message  just  because  the 
station  was  not  paid  to  broadcast  the 
announcement.  Section  317  of  the  act 
is  not  controlling,  as  that  section  is 
concerned  with  whether  the  speaker 
pays  to  have  his  message  disseminat¬ 
ed.  A  broader  definition  is  clearly  re¬ 
quired  to  preserve  the  noncommercial 
nature  of  educational  broadcast  sta¬ 
tions.  Free  announcements  regarding 
upcoming  community  events,  cultural 
activities  or  entertainment  programs, 
may  also  promote  the  sale  of  products 
or  services.  The  frequently  heard  ar¬ 
gument  that  some  of  these  announce¬ 
ments,  typically  termed  public  service 
announcements  (PSA’s),  are  not  con¬ 
sidered  commercial  time  on  commer¬ 
cial  broadcast  stations  provides  no  jus¬ 
tification  for  permitting  them  on 
noncommercial  educational  broadcast 
stations.  Simply  because  the  Commis¬ 
sion  does  not  require  commerial  broad¬ 
casters  to  log  unpaid  announcements 


which  promote  the  sale  of  a  product 
or  service  as  commercial  matter  in 
computing  hourly  totals  of  commercial 
time  does  not  negate  the  fact  that 
these  announcements  promote  sales. 
(See  footnote  4  of  the  Notice  for  an 
example  of  such  an  announcement.) 
Accordingly,  while  there  may  be  dif¬ 
ferences  of  opinion  as  to  what  lan¬ 
guage  is  commercial  or  promotes  the 
sale  of  a  product  or  service,  a  subject 
addressed  below,  it  is  clear  that 
whether  an  announcement  is  paid  for 
does  not  answer  the  question.5 

11.  With  respect  to  the  commercial 
clutter  policy,  some  clarification  is  in 
order.  The  policy  has  been  enunciated 
to  make  known  the  Commission’s  con¬ 
cern  over  the  frequency  with  which 
announcements  containing  commer¬ 
cial  or  commercial-like  matter  are 
broadcast.  Although  it  has  been  men¬ 
tioned  as  a  factor  in  finding  some  an¬ 
nouncements  objectionable,  it  .  has 
never  been  used  to  refer  to  the  con¬ 
tent  of  any  particular  announcement. 
The  policy  merely  states  the  Commis: 
sion’s  hope  and  expectation  that  li¬ 
censees  will  avoid  excessive  presenta¬ 
tion  of  announcements  of  this  charac¬ 
ter.  Therefore,  arguments  against  the 
use  of  the  commercial  clutter  policy  to 
proscribe  certain  broadcast  matter  are 
misplaced. 

12.  The  recent  Supreme  Court  cases 
cited  by  the  parties,  i.e.,  Bigelow,  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  Board  of  Pharmacy,  and 
Bates,  supra,  provide  no  support  for 
the  proposition  that  the  Commission 
may  not  adopt  regulations  proscribing 
commercial  communications  in  the 
noncommercial  educational  broadcast 
services.  While  in  each  of  these  deci¬ 
sions  the  Court  stated  that  commer¬ 
cial  advertising  enjoyed  first  amend¬ 
ment  protection,  it  was  careful  to 
point  out  that  that  protection  was  not 
absolute.  In  Bigelow,  the  Court  stated 
that,  “Advertising,  like  all  public  ex¬ 
pression,  may  be  subject  to  reasonable 
regulation  that  serves  a  legitimate 
public  interest.”  However,  it  found 
that  the  Virginia  courts  had  sanc¬ 
tioned  a  State  statute  prohibiting  es¬ 
sentially  all  advertising  pertaining  to 
abortions  without  first,  as  required,  as¬ 
sessing  the  first  amendment  interest 
at  stake  and  weighing  it  against  the 
public  interest  allegedly  served  by  the 
regulation.  The  Court  undertook  such 
an  assessment  and  found  little  public 
interest  justification  for  the  statute. 
In  Virginia  State  Board  of  Pharmacy, 
the  Court  made  clear  that  its  holding 
did  not  mean  that  commercial  speech 
could  never  be  regulated  in  any  way.  It 
pointed  out  the  restrictions  on  the 
time,  place,  and  manner  of  disseminat¬ 
ing  protected  speech  have  often  been 
approved  where  the  restrictions:  (1) 


5We  note  that  in  defining  "commercial”  or 
“advertise,”  the  dictionary  meaning  in  no 
way  requires  that  payment  be  made. 
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are  justified  without  reference  to  the 
content  of  the  regulated  speech,  (2) 
serve  a  significant  governmental  inter¬ 
est,  and  (3)  leave  open  ample  alterna¬ 
tive  channels  for  communiction  of  the 
information.  The  statute  ruled  uncon¬ 
stitutional  in  Virginia  State  Board  of 
Pharmacy  clearly  failed  this  test  since 
it  singled  out  speech  of  a  particular 
content  and  sought  to  prevent  its  dis¬ 
semination  completely.  It  should  also 
be  noted  that  the  court  considered  the 
public  interest  arguments  advanced  by 
the  State  in  favor  of  the  restriction 
but  found  them  unpersuasive.  Finally, 
in  the  Bates  case,  where  an  Arizona 
statute  totally  banning  attorney  ad¬ 
vertising  was  held  unconstitutional, 
the  court  again  noted  that  reasonable 
restrictions  on  advertising  were  per¬ 
missible  but  found  unpersuasive  the 
State’s  public  interest  reason  for  im¬ 
posing  an  absolute  ban  on  the  subject 
advertisements. 

13.  The  Commission’s  proscription  of 
all  commercial  speech  on 
noncommercial  educational  broadcast 
stations  conflicts  with  none  of  the 
principles  discussed  in  the  advertising 
cases.  In  authorizing  spectrum  space 
for  educational  broadcasting,  the 
Commission  made  a  public  interest 
finding  that  in  view  of  the  proposed 
goals  and  purposes  of  the  new  service 
it  should  be  free  of  commercial  or 
commercial-like  matter.  This  action 
amounts  to  the  Commission’s  place¬ 
ment,  consistent  with  its  statutory  au¬ 
thority  and  responsibility  of  reason¬ 
able  restrictions  on  the  time,  place, 
and  manner  of  dissemination  of  com¬ 
mercial  speech  on  the  public  airwaves. 
Obviously,  commercial  speech  has  not 
been  totally  banned  from  the  air¬ 
waves,  it  has  merely  been  confined  to 
a  particular  service. 

14.  Finally,  we  are  not  persuaded 
that  any  rule  or  guideline  set  out  by 
the  Commission  in  this  area  would 
necessarily  be  so  vague  as  to  violate 
the  first  amendment.  The  Supreme 
Court  stated  in  Bates,  supra,  p.  — ,  97 
S.  Ct  2691,  2707,  53  L  ed.  810,  834 
(1977),  that  “there  are  common  sense 
differences  between  commercial 
speech  and  other  varieties’’  (citation 
omitted)  and  we  have  set  out,  in  notes 
to  proposed  new  rules,  examples  of 
language  which  we  feel  promote  the 
sale  of  products  or  services.  These  ex¬ 
amples  should  provide  guidelines  for 
most  situations.  We  realize  that  some 
situations  will  fall  into  a  gray  area. 
However,  we  believe  our  rules  and 
guidelines  are  drafted  in  a  manner 
which  avoids  the  pitfall  that  “men  of 
common  intelligence  must  necessarily 
guess  at  [their]  meaning,”  Haynes  v. 
Mayor  and  Council  of  Borough  of 
Oradell,  supra  at  620  (1970),  quoting 
from  Connally  v.  General  Construc¬ 
tion  Co.,  269  U.S.  385,  391  (1926),  and 
are  clear  enough  that  “the  ordinary 


person  exercising  ordinary  common 
sense  can  sufficiently  understand  and 
comply  *  *  *  without  sacrifice  to  the 
public  interest,”  CSC  v.  Letter  Carri¬ 
ers,  413  U.S.  548,  579  (1974).  And, 
while  no  rules  and  guidelines  can 
cover  all  situations,  we  note  the  lan¬ 
guage  in  Lafayette  Radio  Electronics 
Corp.,  supra,  stating,  “The  FCC  is  not 
to  be  faulted  simply  because  ingenuity 
can  imagine  borderline  cases  where  a 
conscientious  licensee  might  have  fair 
doubt  whether  his  communications 
were  banned  or  not.”  345  F.  2d  at  281. 6 
Our  notice  indicates  that  such  cases 
can  be  handled  on  an  ad  hoc  basis.  We 
do  not  believe  that  regulation  is  inap¬ 
propriate  because  difficult  situations 
may  present  themselves.  Finally,  we 
do  not  believe  that  any  imprecision  in 
the  rules  or  guidelines  unconstitution¬ 
ally  chills  the  broadcast  of  commercial 
or  commercial-like  matter.  As  noted 
above,  commercial  matter  has  merely 
been  confined  to  a  particular  service 
and  “[slince  advertising  is  the  sine  qua 
non  of  commercial  profits,  there  is 
little  likelihood  of  its  being  chilled  by 
proper  regulation  and  foregone  entire¬ 
ly.”  Virginia  State  Pharmacy  Board, 
425  U.S.  at  771  n.  24.  For  all  of  the 
above  reasons,  the  Commission  be¬ 
lieves  that  its  proscription  of  all  com¬ 
mercial  matter  on  noncommercial  edu¬ 
cational  broadcast  stations  is  consist¬ 
ent  with  the  Communications  Act  and 
the  first  amendment  to  the  Constitu¬ 
tion.  We  turn  now  to  a  discussion  of 
specific  broadcast  matter  which  will  be 
deemed  to  promote  the  sale  of  a  prod¬ 
uct  or  service. 

15.  In  seeking  a  guideline  for  appro¬ 
priate  announcements  to  inform  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  listening  audience  of  com¬ 
munity  events,  it  is  important  to  iden¬ 
tify  just  what  type  of  programming 
the  guideline  is  addressed  to.  Many 
parties  complained  that  guidelines  in 
this  area  would  affect  programs  criti¬ 
cally  reviewing,  and  passing  judgment 
on,  entertainment,  cultural,  literary 
and  consumer  matters.  This  complaint 
is  unwarranted.  The  notice  clearly  in¬ 
dicated  that  the  Commission’s  concern 
in  raising  this  issue  pertains  to  infor¬ 
mational  announcements  briefly  de¬ 
scribing  various  cultural  or  entertain¬ 
ment  activities  taking  place  or 


‘See  also  language  in  CSC  indicating  that 
there  are  limitations  in  the  English  lan¬ 
guage  with  respect  to  being  both  specific 
and  manageably  brief  and  that  guidelines 
need  not  satisfy  those  intent  on  finding 
fault  at  any  cost.  413  U.S.  at  577-79.  Addi¬ 
tionally,  note  the  language  in  National  As¬ 
sociation  of  Independent  Television  Produc¬ 
ers  and  Distributors  v.  FCC,  516  F.  2d  526 
(1975),  stating  that  “in  the  field  of  broad¬ 
casting  program  categories  must  remain 
somewhat  vague  to  avoid  the  implication 
that  the  guideline  is  rigid  enough  to  be  cen¬ 
sorial.  On  the  other  hand,  a  category  should 
not  be  so  undefinable  that  it  would  not  be 
understood  by  an  average  licensee."  Id.  at 
539. 


upcoming  in  the  community.  These 
announcements  generally  refer  to 
transitory  events  which  may  be  of  in¬ 
terest  to  station  listeners.  The  distinc¬ 
tion  between  an  informational  an¬ 
nouncement  of  this  nature  and  a  criti¬ 
cal  review  of  a  play,  concert,  book  or 
consumer  product,  in  which  artistic  or 
functional  merits  are  discussed,  is  ob¬ 
vious  and  we  do  not  believe  confusion 
on  this  matter  will  prevail.7  It  is  im¬ 
portant  to  recognize  that  the  broad¬ 
cast  of  informational  announcements 
regarding  community  events  for  which 
charges  for  goods  or  services  may  be 
made  represents  an  exception  to  the 
essentially  noncommercial  nature  of 
educational  broadcasting  and,  al¬ 
though  we  believe  the  announcements 
to  be  in  the  public  interest,  it  is  our  in¬ 
tention  to  limit  the  exception  to  its  ex¬ 
press  purpose;  i.e.,  to  inform  listeners 
of  the  occurrence  of  community 
events  rather  than  to  promote  the  sale 
of  goods  or  services. 

16.  Although  almost  all  parties 
agreed  that  some  rule  or  guideline  pro¬ 
hibiting  hard-sell  pitches  and  an¬ 
nouncements  directly  promoting  the 
sale  of  products  or  services  should  be 
formulated,  many  parties  argued  that 
an  exception  be  made  for  unsponsored 
or  gratuitous  announcements  broad¬ 
cast  on  behalf  of  nonprofit  organiza¬ 
tions,  or  for  announcements  which 
would  qualify  as  PSA’s  on  commercial 
broadcast  stations.  Some  parties 
argued  for  an  exception  for  licensee 
sponsored  events  conducted  for  fund¬ 
raising  purposes.  The  Commission’s 
reasons  for  proscribing  announce¬ 
ments  which  are  unsponsored  or 
which  would  qualify  as.  public  service 
announcements  on  commercial  broad¬ 
cast  stations  were  expressed  in  para¬ 
graph  10,  above,  and  need  not  be  re¬ 
stated  here.  Likewise,  the  Commission 
sees  no  reason  to  permit 
noncommercial  educational  broadcast 
stations  to  broadcast  announcements 
promoting  the  sale  of  products  and 
services  simply  because  they  are  made 
on  behalf  of  nonprofit  organizations. 
Announcements  promoting  the  ser¬ 
vices  of  Blue  Cross/Blue  Shield  or 
urging  the  purchase  of  tickets  to  a 
local  symphony  orchestra  perform¬ 
ance  would  fall  in  this  category.  It  is 
claimed  that  such  announcements  are 
in  the  public  interest  and  that  public 
radio’s  goals,  responsibilities  and  dedi¬ 
cation  to  public  service  make  it  an  es¬ 
pecially  appropriate  outlet  for  an¬ 
nouncements  of  this  kind.  The  Com¬ 
mission  believes  that  commercial 
broadcast  stations  serve  as  an  ade¬ 
quate  outlet  for  such  announcements 


7We  are  also  proposing  a  new  note  to  the 
rules  permitting  the  broadcast  of  commer¬ 
cial  matter  used  for  illustrative  purposes 
such  as  a  program  illustrating  advertising 
directed  to  children.  See  new  note  2  to  Sec¬ 
tions  73.503  and  73.621  of  the  rules. 
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and  the  parties  have  submitted  no  evi¬ 
dence  to  alter  this  belief.  See  also  Peti¬ 
tion  to  Institute  a  Notice  of  Inquiry 
and  Proposed  Rulemaking  on  the 
Airing  of  Public  Service  Announce¬ 
ments  by  Broadcast  Licensees,  41  RR 
2d  1101  (1977).  Moreover,  it  has  al¬ 
ready  been  determined  that  public 
broadcasting’s  mission  is  to  be  accom¬ 
plished  in  a  noncommercial  manner. 
Accordingly,  no  exemption  from  guide¬ 
lines  established  in  this  area  will  be  ac¬ 
corded  to  nonprofit  organizations.  We 
also  believe  no  exception  for  licensee 
sponsored  events  is  warranted.  Educa¬ 
tional  licensees  are  accorded  consider¬ 
able  latitude  in  their  on-air  fund-rais¬ 
ing  activities  and  we  do  not  believe 
further  relaxation  of  our  rules  for 
such  purposes  is  appropriate  or  neces¬ 
sary. 

17.  Most  parties  had  no  objection  to 
a  direct/indirect  rule;  however,  there 
was  no  general  agreement  as  to  what 
information  constituted  direct  “vis  a 
vis”  indirect  promotion  of  transitory 
events,  particularly  with  regard  to  the 
inclusion  of  price  8  in  such  announce¬ 
ments.  Some  parties,  on  the  other 
hand,  believed  the  matter  should  be 
left  to  each  licensee’s  discretion  and 
advocated  that  no  rule  or  guideline  be 
adopted.  The  Commission  believes 
that  regulation  in  this  area  is  appro¬ 
priate  in  view  of  its  statutory  responsi¬ 
bilities  and  that  a  reasonably  clear 
rule  is  attainable,  although  we  initial¬ 
ly  leaned  toward  a  direct-indirect 
standard  regarding  promotion  of  all 
products  and  services,  we  now  believe 
that  it  would  be  clearer  to  keep  the 
rule  in  its  present  form  and  to  add  lan¬ 
guage  addressed  to  specific  categories 
of  announcements.  Therefore,  we  pro¬ 
pose  to  retain  the  general  prohibition 
against  announcements  which  “pro¬ 
mote  the  sale  of  products  and  ser¬ 
vices.”  For  announcements  regarding 
transitory  events,  we  propose  to 
permit  language  which,  consistent 
with  the  purpose  of  the  announce¬ 
ments,  informs  the  audience  of  facts 
concerning  the  events’  occurrence. 
Clearly,  language  regarding  time,  date, 
place  and  nature  of  an  event  informs 
the  audience  of  its  occurrence,  where¬ 
as  language  urging  attendance  or  stat¬ 
ing  prices  is  unnecessary  to  this  pur¬ 
pose.  The  Commission  believes  that 
price  information  is  inherently  com¬ 
mercial  and  its  inclusion  in  purely  in¬ 
formational  announcements  tends  to- 


8  Although  many  parties  stated  price  in¬ 
formation  was  commercial  and  unnecessary, 
many  other  parties  disagreed.  Arguments 
favoring  price  information  in  announce¬ 
ments  for  transitory  events  were  primarily 
that:  (1)  It  is  necessary  to  a  complete  de¬ 
scription  of  the  events  (2)  listeners  often 
call  and  request  it,  and  (3)  the  problem  will 
take  care  of  itself,  since  too  frequent  broad¬ 
cast  of  prices  will  result  in  listener  com¬ 
plaints  and  cause  licensees  to  reduce  the 
number  of  such  broadcasts. 


wards  undue  commercialism  of  the 
medium.  A  simple  statement  giving  lis¬ 
teners  the  telephone  number  of  the 
organization  promoting  the  event  is  all 
that  is  necessary  to  aid  those  who 
want  price  and  other  Information. 
Notes  to  the  new  proposed  rules  set 
out  examples  of  announcements  which 
the  Commission  believes  provide  infor¬ 
mation  regarding  the  occurrence  of  an 
event  and  examples  that  go  beyond 
providing  information  and  promote 
the  sale  of  products  and  services. 

Questions  2  and  3 

18.  In  question  two,  the  Commission 
listed  four  aj-eas  where  questions  re¬ 
peatedly  arose  regarding  certain  spe¬ 
cific  announcements  which  may  pro¬ 
mote  the  sale  of  a  product  or  service, 
and  asked  for  comment  on  whether 
these  areas  should  be  governed  by  a 
different  standard.  If  a  different 
standard  should  apply,  question  3 
asked  what  that  standard  should  be. 
Each  of  these  areas  will  be  discussed 
below. 

19.  The  first  area  concerned  an¬ 
nouncements  by  vocational  schools, 
colleges  and  universities  listing 
upcoming  courses  together  with  neces¬ 
sary  books  and  supplies.  These  an¬ 
nouncements  may  be  for  courses  of¬ 
fered  by  licensee  affiliated  educational 
institutions  or  by  non-licensee  affili¬ 
ated  public  and  private  educational  in¬ 
stitutions.  The  Commission  indicated 
in  the  Notice  that  course  announce¬ 
ments  created  no  general  problem  but 
that  announcements  for  course  related 
material  should  be  governed  by  the 
guidelines  proscribing  the  promotion 
of  goods  or  services.  Comments  varied 
widely  on  this  question.  Some  felt  that 
announcements  should  be  made  only 
for  courses  offered  by  the  institution 
holding  the  license,  while  others  felt 
announcements  should  be  made  only 
for  courses  relating  to  specific  pro¬ 
graming,  or  only  for  courses  broadcast 
on  the  station.  Many  felt  announce¬ 
ments  for  all  courses  should  be  permis¬ 
sible.  As  for  accompanying  announce¬ 
ments  of  course  related  material,  the 
question  of  price  again  arose.  Some 
felt  mention  of  price  appropriate  only 
if  the  seller  was  a  nonprofit  entity,  al¬ 
though  many  parties  felt  that  price  in¬ 
formation  on  course  related  material, 
as  well  as  on  tuition  costs,  was  essen¬ 
tial  to  persons  interested  in  taking  a 
course  and  that  they  should  not  have 
to  search  elsewhere  for  this  informa¬ 
tion. 

20.  Initially,  the  commission  notes 
that  any  standard  limiting  course  an¬ 
nouncements  to  courses  offered  by  the 
educational  institution  holding  the 
broadcast  license  would  be  contrary  to 
our  policy  against  using  a  broadcast  li¬ 
cense  to  advance  the  private  interest 
of  the  licensee  rather  than  the  public 
interest.  The  Commission  believes  that 


announcements  providing  information 
about  upcoming  courses  scheduled  at 
all  educational  institutions  are  in  the 
public  interest.  However,  for  the  same 
reasons  noted  in  paragraphs  17  and  18, 
above,  we  see  no  compelling  public  in¬ 
terest  reason  for  the  broadcast  of  tu¬ 
ition  costs  or  detailed  information  re¬ 
garding  related  course  material,  such 
as  the  prices  of  books  and  equipment 
and  where  they  may  be  purchased.  We 
believe  that  a  brief  announcement 
stating  how  tuition  and  detailed 
course  material  information  may  be 
obtained  is  sufficient  and  more  in 
keeping  with  the  noncommercial 
nature  of  educational  broadcasting. 
Moreover,  we  see  no  real  distinction 
between  promotional  announcements 
for  educational  courses  and  those  for 
transitory  events.  Accordingly,  infor¬ 
mation  broadcast  regarding  upcoming 
educational  courses  shall  be  governed 
by  the  general  proscription  in  the 
rules  regarding  announcements  which 
promote  the  sale  of  a  product  or  serv¬ 
ice.9 

21.  Two  other  specific  types  of  an¬ 
nouncements  mentioned  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  were  those  promoting  the  sale 
of  government  documents  and  those 
promoting  the  sale  of  material  related 
to  programming  content  such  as  tran¬ 
scripts.  The  latter  category  might  also 
include  books  or  other  informational 
material.  Most  parties  argued  that 
promoting  the  sale  of  program  related 
government  documents 10  and  other 
program  related  material,  i.e.,  written 
material  on  a  particular  subject,  was 
often  necessary  for  the  fullest  appre¬ 
ciation  of  a  program  and  should  be 
permitted  to  the  fullest  extent  possi¬ 
ble.  Some  parties  felt  that  a  distinc¬ 
tion  in  the  extent  of  allowable  promo¬ 
tion  should  be  made  if  the  material 
promoted  is  obtainable  from  a  non¬ 
profit  organization.  The  Commission 
believes  that  there  are  good  reasons  to 
carve  out  an  exception  to  the  rule  and 
to  permit  announcements  which  pro¬ 
mote  the  sale  of  some  program  related 
material.  Program  transcripts  are 
often  useful  educational,  instructional 
and  informational  aids  of  relatively 
little  cost  and  we  see  no  harm  in  an¬ 
nouncing  the  details  of  their  availabil¬ 
ity,  including  price.  It  is  also  true  that 
the  availability  of  books  and  other 


9  We  do  not  believe  that  licensee  state¬ 
ments  generally  encouraging  listeners  to 
further  their  education  through  courses 
available  in  the  community  are  proscribed 
by  this  rule. 

10  Announcements  promoting  sale  of  gov¬ 
ernment  documents  unrelated  to  program¬ 
ming  would  not  appear  to  be  appropriate. 
Additionally,  we  believe  that  Federal  fund¬ 
ing  of  noncommercial  educational  broad¬ 
casting  is  sufficiently  insulated  from  pro¬ 
graming  judgments  to  provide  protection 
against  possible  pressure  to  promote,  as  a 
general  matter,  the  sale  of  government  doc¬ 
uments,  a  fear  expressed  by  some  parties. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  43,  NO.  140— THURSDAY,  JULY  20.  1978 


PROPOSED  RULES 


31171 


types  of  program  related  material  may 
be  useful  information  to  listeners  of 
program  and  program  series. 

22.  However,  the  Commission  fore¬ 
sees  certain  problems  with  announce¬ 
ments  promoting  the  sale  of  program 
related  materials.  For  example,  the 
Commission  considers  inappropriate 
announcements  regarding  the  sale  of 
books  on  home  improvements  follow¬ 
ing  a  program  on  how  to  make  home 
repairs  where  the  licensee,  program 
producer,  program  supplier  or  on-air 
personality  has  a  financial  interest  in 
the  books.  We  view  such  announce¬ 
ments  as  overtly  commercial.  Also,  we 
do  not  believe  appropriate  any  excep¬ 
tion  to  the  rule  which  would  encour¬ 
age  the  use  of  noncommercial  educa¬ 
tional  programing  to  expose  related 
products  or  services  for  commercial 
gain."  We  belive  that  a  limit  imposed 
on  the  value  of  program  related  goods 
or  services  mentioned  in  broadcast  an¬ 
nouncements  would  be  a  deterrent  to 
such  activity.  It  seems  to  us,  therefore, 
that  program  related  material  availa¬ 
ble  at  nominal  cost12  in  which  the  li¬ 
censee,  program  producer,  program 
supplier  or  on-air  personality  has  no 
financial  interest  could  be  brought  to 
the  audience’s  attention  through  a 
brief  descriptive  announcement.  We 
contemplate  that  the  exception  being 
created  will  be  used  to  promote  the 
sale  of  items  such  as  program  tran¬ 
scripts,13  government  documents,  rec¬ 
ipes.  informational  pamphlets  and,  to 
make  listeners  aware  of  other  program 
related  materials  of  a  more  costly 
nature,  bibliographies.  For  example, 
an  announcement  stating  “For  a  tran¬ 
script  of  the  preceeding  program,  send 
50  cents  to  •  *  or  “For  a  list  of  ref¬ 
erence  material  related  to  the  forego¬ 
ing  program,  send  75  cents  to  •  •  *” 
would  be  permissible;  but  an  an¬ 
nouncement  stating  “For  a  good  book 
on  Archeology  [the  subject  of  the 
preceeding  program]  get  Smith’s  Illus¬ 
trated  Archeology,  by  sending  $3.95  to 
*  *  *”  would  not  be  permissible.  Also 
impermissible  would  be  an  announce¬ 
ment  stating,  “for  ideas  similar  to 
those  just  discussed  on  ‘Jones’  Flower 
Shop’  get  Mr.  Jones’  book  at  most  fine 
garden  stores.”  We  wish  to  make  clear 
that  the  above  discussion  is  limited  to 


"We  are  concerned  here  with  attempts  by 
private  enterprise  to  have  licensees  feature 
their  goods  or  services  as  important  pro- 
gram-related  materials. 

"Nominal  cost  would  not  appear  to 
exceed  $2  to  $4.  We  seek  comments  on  this 
aspect  of  the  proposed  rule  as  to  whether 
and  at  what  level  precise  dollar  limits 
should  be  imposed. 

"The  Commission  believes  that  program 
transcripts  are  especially  important  and 
does  not  intend  to  eliminate  any  announce¬ 
ments  informing  listeners  of  their  availabil¬ 
ity.  Accordingly,  we  seek  comments  on  the 
procedures  employed  by  licensees  to  obtain 
program  transcripts  and  the  costs  involved. 


announcements  urging  the  direct  sale 
of  books  or  related  material.  Nothing 
herein  prevents  the  recommendation 
of  particular  aids,  such  as  books  or 
equipment,  which  may  further  an  ap¬ 
preciation  or  understanding  of  the 
program  subject  matter  so  long  as  no 
prices,  publishers  or  places  of  pur¬ 
chase  are  mentioned.  Likewise,  we  are 
not  referring  to  a  statement  that  “sev¬ 
eral  books  are  available  at  the  library 
for  those  interested  in  reading  more 
about  the  subject  of  this  program.” 
Rule  changes  to  permit  the  above  de¬ 
scribed  announcements  are  proposed. 

23.  The  last  specific  announcement 
noted  by  the  Commission  was  the 
mention  of  credit  cards  during  fund¬ 
raising  activities  to  inform  listeners  of 
an  alternative  way  to  pay  a  donation. 
The  concern  was  that  such  announce¬ 
ments  may  promote  the  sale  of  the 
credit  card  service.  The  overwhelming 
majority  of  parties  commenting  on 
this  question  supported  the  use  of 
credit  cards  for  this  purpose.  Many 
parties  cited  statistics  demonstrating 
that  the  use  of  credit  cards  increased 
both  the  number  of  persons  contribut¬ 
ing  funds  and  the  size  of  the  contribu¬ 
tions.  It  was  argued  that  failure  to 
broadcast  the  identity  of  cards  which 
could  be  used  resulted  in  calls  to  the 
station  during  fund-raising  activities, 
tying  up  phone  lines  and  creating  con¬ 
fusion  in  explaining  which  cards  were 
suitable  and  why.  The  most  frequently 
advanced  argument,  though,  was  that 
listeners  would  not  be  induced  to  sub¬ 
scribe  to  the  credit  card  service  simply 
because  it  could  be  used  to  make  dona¬ 
tions  to  a  noncommercial  educational 
broadcast  station.  Additionally,  a 
person  wishing  to  use  such  a  card  to 
make  a  donation  generally  could  not 
obtain  one  quickly  enough  to  use  it  in 
connection  with  a  contemporaneous 
fund-raising  activity.  In  view  of  the 
limited  purpose  for  which  credit  card 
announcements  are  made,  the  fact 
that  their  effect  in  promoting  the 
cards  would  be  at  most  remote,  and 
the  Commission’s  posture  toward  com- 
mercial-like  matter  during  fund-rais¬ 
ing  activities,  we  can  see  no  compelling 
reason  to  forbid  their  ue  so  long  as  the 
announcements  are  confined  to  merely 
informing  listeners  during  fund-rais¬ 
ing  activities  that  donations  may  be 
made  by  using  a  named  card.  However 
we  wish  to  point  out  that  a  visual  dis¬ 
play  identifying  a  particular  credit 
card  logo  or  visual  depiction  of  the 
credit  card  form  is  not  required  to 
inform  the  audience  that  the  card  may 
be  used  to  pay  a  donation  and  is  not 
permissible.  One  area  of  credit  card 
use  not  generally  discussed  by  the  par¬ 
ties  and  which  the  Commission  would 
like  addressed  in  response  to  this 
Notice  is  the  criteria  which  licensees 
use  to  determine  which  credit  cards 
they  will  identify  in  their  fund-raising 


efforts  and  the  extent  to  which  all 
credit  card  companies  should  have  the 
opportunity  to  be  identified. 

Questions  4  and  5  * 

24.  Question  four  concerns 
noncommercial  educational  station 
practices  when  originating  programing 
from  a  commercial  place  of  business 
during  fund-raising  activities.  Specifi¬ 
cally,  the  Commission  asked  for  com¬ 
ments  on  whether  stations  should  be 
able  during  such  broadcasts  to  men¬ 
tion  the  name  and  location  of  the  com¬ 
mercial  enterprise  and  urge  listeners 
to  visit  it.  In  question  five,  the  Com¬ 
mission  asked  whether  programing 
originating  from  commercial  enter¬ 
prises  should  be  limited  to  fund-rais¬ 
ing  drives.  Most  parties  commenting 
on  these  questions  stated  that  pro¬ 
gram  origination  away  from  the  sta¬ 
tion  studio  (commonly  referred  to  as 
remote  broadcasting)  for  fund-raising 
purposes  is  extremely  beneficial  to  li¬ 
censees  in  both  raising  funds  and  in¬ 
creasing  their  public  visibility.  Since 
most  fund-raising  remote  broadcasts 
depend  heavily  on  foot  traffic,  they 
originate  in  locations  chosen  for  their 
proximity  to  potential  crowds,  and  the 
parties  argue  that  to  prohibit  an¬ 
nouncements  identifying  the  location 
and  urging  people  to  come  would  se¬ 
verely  hamper  the  promotion’s  suc¬ 
cess.  It  was  generally  observed  in  the 
comments  that,  as  a  rule,  remote  fund¬ 
raising  promotions  originate  in  some 
open  or  common  area  associated  with 
a  commercial  location,  i.e.,  shopping 
mall  concourse  or  parking  lot,  rather 
than  from  a  specific  business  enter¬ 
prise.  Under  these  circumstances,  most 
parties  believed  mention  of  the  loca¬ 
tion  and  urging  attendance  was  appro¬ 
priate,  but  while  some  parties  believed 
that  mention  of  the  name  and  location 
of  a  specific  store  and  appeals  to  come 
were  appropriate,  most  did  not. 

25.  The  Commission  believes  that 
mention  of  the  name  and/or  location 
of  a  particular  business  from  which  a 
station  temporarily  originates  its  pro¬ 
graming  during  fund-raising  activities, 
especially  when  coupled  with  encour¬ 
agement  to  visit  the  temporary  pro¬ 
gram  origination  point,  clearly  pro¬ 
motes  that  business.  The  Commission 
concludes,  therefore,  that  such  broad¬ 
casts  are  inconsistent  with  its  rules 
and  policies.  There  appear  to  be  readi¬ 
ly  available  alternatives  that  can 
achieve  both  visibility  and  the  poten¬ 
tial  for  mass  public  participation.  For 
example,  an  open  house  at  the  sta¬ 
tion’s  studio,  or  origination  of  pro¬ 
grams  in  public  areas,  such  as  parks  or 
buildings.  Also,  there  could  be  origina¬ 
tion  in  commercial  locations  not  asso¬ 
ciated  with  a  particular  business,  such 
as  a  vacant  store,  or  as  noted  in  the 
comments,  a  parking  lot  or  shopping 
mall  common  area.  Announcements 
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giving  location  and  encouraging  at¬ 
tendance  are  appropriate  in  these 
cases.  However,  it  may  be  that  there 
are  situations  where  these  alternatives 
are  not  available  or  practicable.  In 
those  circumstances,  the  Commission 
will  consider  an  appropriate  waiver  re¬ 
quest.  It  should  be  noted  that  the 
burden  of  showing  that  a  waiver  of  the 
rule  would  be  in  the  public  interest  is 
on  the  licensee  requesting  the  waiver. 
Factors  to  be  considered  in  acting  on 
waivers  include  the  unsuitability  of 
the  station’s  studios  for  the  planned 
broadcasts,  the  unavailability  of  build¬ 
ings  or  other  areas  not  associated  with 
a  particular  business,  and  the  length 
and  frequency  of  the  broadcasts. 
Where  waivers  are  granted,  it  is  the 
Commission's  view  that  the  mention 
of  the  name  or  location  of  the  business 
in  question  should  be  limited  to  the 
frequency  permitted  for  underwriting 
announcements  set  out  in  the  Sections 
73.503  and  73.621  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules. 

26.  There  is  another  aspect  to  pro¬ 
graming  temporarily  originating  in 
commercial  enterprises  or  areas  for 
fund-raising  purposes  which  raises 
more  difficult  problems.  Several  li¬ 
censees  asked  whether  they  could 
originate  programing  at  a  commercial 
business  where  goods  or  services  are 
rendered  and  where  the  amount  of 
funds  coming  to  the  station  is  depend¬ 
ent  on  the  number  of  persons  visiting 
the  business.  For  example,  some  li¬ 
censees  broadcast  a  day  from  a  bar  or 
local  nightclub  and  the  establishment 
owner  agrees  to  donate  a  certain  per¬ 
centage  of  the  day’s  receipts  to  the 
station.  It  seems  clear  in  this  situation 
that  announcements  regarding  the 
business,  its  location,  or  the  nature  of 
its  function,  are  made  to  induce  per¬ 
sons  to  patronize  the  establishment 
and  are,  therefore,  inappropriate.  This 
type  of  broadcast  concerning  an  on¬ 
going  activity  is  distinctly  different 
from  the  broadcast  of  a  transitory 
event  such  as  a  concert  or  lecture  from 
an  arena  or  hall  (even  though  refresh¬ 
ments  may  be  sold  as  an  ancillary 
matter)  or  where  the  business  pays  for 
line  charges  and  production  costs. 
Similar  problems  can  arise  in  promo¬ 
tions  of  this  type  even  where  program¬ 
ing  from  the  site  is  absent.  For  exam¬ 
ple,  a  local  ski  resort  held  a  benefit  for 
a  station  and  gave  it  the  first  $300  in 
lift  ticket  sales  and  a  50  percent  split 
on  the  other  sales  over  $1,500  during 
the  course  of  a  week.  Here  again,  on- 
air  announcements  concerning  this 
fund-raising  event  clearly  promote 
business  for  the  ski  resort  and  are  in¬ 
appropriate. 

27.  Temporary  origination  of  pro¬ 
graming  for  a  particular  place  of  busi¬ 
ness  or  commercial  enterprise  for  pur¬ 
poses  unrelated  to  fund-raising 
presents  an  easier  case.  The  parties 


stated  that  many  stations  present  live 
broadcasts  of  events  from  theatres, 
auditoriums,  arenas,  or  nightclubs 
such  as  symphonies,  lectures  and  per¬ 
formances  by  popular  entertainers, 
where  tickets  are  required  or  food  and 
drink  sold.  It  was  argued  that  inform¬ 
ing  the  audience  where  the  broadcast 
was  originating  was  in  no  way  promo¬ 
tional  or  contrary  to  the 
noncommercial  character  of  educa¬ 
tional  broadcasting.  The  Commission 
believes  that  such  remote  broadcasts 
are  consistent  with  the  purpose  of 
noncommercial  educational  broadcast¬ 
ing  and  agrees  that  announcements 
stating  where  the  broadcast  is  coming 
from  14  are  not  contrary  to  the  rules  so 
long  as  they  are  made  in  accordance 
with  sections  73.503(e)  and  73.621(f)  of 
the  proposed  rules  and  attendance  is 
not  urged. 15 

Question  6 

28.  In  question  6,  the  Commission 
asked  for  comment  on  the  propriety  of 
using  prizes  on  noncommercial  educa¬ 
tional  stations:  (1)  As  an  inducement 
during  fund-raising  in  order  to  obtain 
larger  donations  and,  (2)  in  promoting 
listenership  through  contests 
unrelated  to  fund-raising.  In  the 
notice,  we  stated  that  announcements 
during  fund-raising  activities  which 
identify  prizes  such  as  books,  records, 
or  appliances  (often  referred  to  as 
“premiums”)  given  to  persons  who 
donate  above  a  certain  minimum  are 
reasonably  related  to  a  description  of 
the  premium’s  value  as  a  prize,18  and 
that  the  practice  did  not  appear  to 
result  in  an  abuse  of  our  rules.  Addi¬ 
tionally,  many  stations  pointed  to 
actual  statistics  indicating  that  there 
are  more  and  larger  donations  when 
premiums  are  used.  Nothing  in  the 
comments  or  our  own  experience  indi¬ 
cates  that  this  practice  has  resulted  in 
abuses  warranting  Commission  action 
and  we  see  no  reason  to  consider  the 
matter  further  at  this  time.  However, 
the  Commission  wishes  to  remind  li¬ 
censees  that  premium  descriptions  are 
clearly  commercial  or  commercial-like 
announcements  permitted  only  for 
fundraising  purposes  and  that  their 
content  should  be  strictly  confined  to 
merely  describing  the  item.  Although 
no  action  is  being  taken  at  this  time 
regarding  the  use  of  premiums,  con¬ 
cern  has  been  expressed  with:  (1)  The 
inherent  commercialism  accompany¬ 
ing  the  use  and  depiction  of  particular 


,4We  would  consider  broadcast  of  an  es¬ 
tablishment’s  street  address  to  be  promo¬ 
tional  under  most  circumstances. 

“It  should  be  recognized  that  urging  lis¬ 
teners  to  attend  any  program  origination 
point  requiring  an  entry  fee  is  impermissi¬ 
ble;  e.g.,  a  “hi-fi”  show. 

“Such  descriptions  do  not  identify  the 
person  who  donated  the  item  to  the  licensee 
nor  do  they  promote  any  particular  place  of 
business. 


authors,  artists,  and  product  band 
names  in  describing  premiums,  and  (2) 
the  extent  to  which  products  and  ser¬ 
vices  from  other  companies  are  ex¬ 
cluded  from  use  as  premiums  (or  auc¬ 
tion  items)  as  a  result  of  licensee  pro¬ 
cedures  employed  to  determine  what 
goods  and  services  are  featured  during 
fund-raising  activities.  Accordingly, 
the  Commission  seeks  comments  on 
these  areas  of  concern. 

29.  With  respect  to  prizes  used  in 
contests  promoting  listenership,  the 
notice  stated  that  the  prizes  appeared 
to  be  small,  such  as  free  meals  or 
snacks  at  an  identified  restaurant.  We 
also  stated  that  many  of  these  prizes 
required  mention  of  the  donor’s  identi¬ 
ty  in  order  to  describe  its  value  as  a 
prize.  We  stated  that  use  of  such 
prizes  seemed  to  involve  an  exchange 
of  the  prize  for  an  over-the-air  men¬ 
tion  which  is  impermissible  on 
noncommercial  educational  stations. 
For  example,  the  object  of  our  con¬ 
cern  is  a  prize  such  as  “two  free  din¬ 
ners  at  Smiths’  Restaurant”  or  “10 
gallons  of  Exxon  gasoline.”  Although 
some  parties  condemned  the  use  of 
prizes  to  promote  listenership,  most 
parties  supported  the  practice.  It  was 
claimed  that  the  practice  increases 
general  listenership  and  stimulates  lis¬ 
tener  interest  if  used  in  connection 
with  particular  programs.  It  was  also 
claimed  that  the  donation  of  these 
prizes  frees  stations  funds  for  other 
uses.  However,  the  parties  expressed 
several  points  of  view  on  how  to  credit 
the  donor.  Some  parties  felt  that  men¬ 
tioning  the  donor  when  awarding  the 
prize  was  appropriate  since  the  prize 
was,  in  reality,  a  donation  to  make 
possible  the  particular  programing 
promotion.  Others  believed  that  the 
donor  should  be  mentioned  at  some 
other  time  of  day  as  a  general  contrib¬ 
utor.  One  repeated  argument  favoring 
complete  donor  identification  is  that  if 
the  prize  was  one  purchased  by  the 
station  there  would  be  no  “exchange” 
for  a  mention  and  a  complete  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  prize  could  be  given.  Some 
parties  favoring  the  use  of  prizes,  how¬ 
ever,  believed  that  no  prize  should  be 
used  which  required  identification  of 
the  donor  in  describing  it  or  which  re¬ 
quired  the  recipient  to  go  to  the 
donor’s  place  of  business. 

30.  We  have  considered  the  advan¬ 
tages  urged  in  the  comments  as  to 
using  prizes  from  identified  donors  to 
promote  listenership.  The  Commission 
is  not  persuaded  that  those  advan¬ 
tages  outweigh  the  obvious  promotion 
of  products  or  services  that  flow  from 
such  broadcasts.  Accordingly,  while  we 
believe  that  licensees  may,  in  their  dis¬ 
cretion,  use  prizes  in  contests  to  pro¬ 
mote  listenership,  announcement  of 
prizes  requiring  donor  identification 
promote  the  donor’s  business  interests 
and  are,  thus,  proscribed  by  the  rules. 
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Announcements  referring  to  the  item 
being  given  away  should  not,  there¬ 
fore,  mention  the  donor’s  name. 17  For 
example,  tickets  to  a  local  movie, 
record  albums,  meals  at  a  local  restau¬ 
rant,  or  consumer  goods  from  a  local 
merchant  can  be  given  away  without 
identifying  the  donor,  i.e.,  a  free  ticket 
to  (name  of  motion  picture),  a  Johnny 
Mathis  record  album,  a  free  meal  at  a 
local  drive-in,  or  a  leather  purse  from 
a  ‘‘local”  merchant  adequately  informs 
the  listener  of  the  nature  of  the  prize. 
Credit  may  be  given  the  donor  of  such 
donations  pursuant  to  the  proposed 
new  rules  governing  in-kind  contribu¬ 
tions  (in-kind  contributions  are  contri¬ 
butions  of  goods  and/or  services,  as 
opposed  to  cash  or  programs).  We  also 
believe  that  an  over-the-air  announce¬ 
ment  instructing  the  listener  to  claim 
the  prize  at  the  donor’s  place  of  busi¬ 
ness  promotes  the  donor  and  should, 
therefore,  be  avoided.  We  recognize 
that  announcements  made  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  items  purchased  by  the  sta¬ 
tion  to  be  given  away  do  not  suffer 
from  the  “exchange  for  mention”  fail¬ 
ing;  however,  such  announcements  can 
nevertheless  be  promotional.  As  noted 
above,  the  passage  of  consideration  is 
not  required  to  find  impermissible  pro¬ 
motional  announcements  on 
noncommercial  educational  broadcast 
stations.  We  also  recognize  that  men¬ 
tion  of  a  donor’s  name  is  permitted,  if 
not  required,  when  the  donor  produces 
or  furnishes  programs,  or  provides 
funds  for  their  production.  However, 
an  in-kind  donation  to  be  used  as  a 
prize  for  a  contest  give-away  does  not 
fall  into  this  category. 

Question  7 

31.  The  present  notes  to  sections 
73.503  and  73.621  provide,  with  respect 
to  underwriting  and  credit  announce¬ 
ments,  that  “The  person  or  organiza¬ 
tion  furnishing  or  producing  the  pro¬ 
gram,  or  providing  funds  for  its  pro¬ 
duction,  shall  be  identified  by  name 
only,  except  that  in  the  case  of  a  com¬ 
mercial  company  having  bona  fide  op¬ 
erating  divisions  or  subsidiaries  one  of 
which  has  furnished  the  program  or 
funds,  the  division  or  subsidiary  may 
be  mentioned  in  addition  to  or  instead 
of  the  commercial  company.”  The 
Commission  stated  in  the  notice  that 
it  had  received  inquiries  as  to  what 


”We  recognize  that  the  proviso  clause  of 
section  317  of  the  act  would  permit  mention 
of  a  donor’s  name  in  identifying  a  prize 
without  a  sponsor  identification  announce¬ 
ment  if  the  name  is  necessary  to  a  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  item's  value  as  a  prize.  However, 
as  noted  above,  the  definition  of  commercial 
matter  for  the  commercial  _  and 
noncommercial  educational  broadcast  ser¬ 
vices  differs,  and  whether  a  sponsorship 
identification  announcement  is  required 
does  not  determine  whether  an  announce¬ 
ment  promotes  the  sale  of  goods  and  ser¬ 
vices. 

FEDERAL 


constitutes  a  bona  fide  operating  divi¬ 
sion  or  company  within  the  meaning 
of  these  notes.  Although  the  Commis¬ 
sion  stated  its  belief  that  a  case-by¬ 
case  approach  to  this  question  was  re¬ 
quired  because  of  the  various  arrange¬ 
ments  that  can  be  found  between 
parent  and  subsidiary  business  enti¬ 
ties,  it  requested  comments  in  question 
seven  as  to  what  guidelines  should  be 
used  in  making  this  determination. 

32.  Although  the  comments  con¬ 
tained  a  number  of  suggestions  for 
guidelines,  i.e.,  does  the  entity  do  busi¬ 
ness  under  its  own  name?  Does  the 
company  have  a  generic  name?  How 
does  the  company  hold  itself  out  to 
the  public?  Does  the  business  keep 
separate  books  and  records  or  have 
separate  officers  and  directors?  The 
great  majority  of  parties  commenting 
on  this  question  felt,  for  the  same 
reason  stated  by  the  Commission,  that 
a  case-by-case  approach  in  this  area 
was  appropriate.  The  Commission  con¬ 
tinues  to  believe  that  any  rules  or 
guidelines  adopted  in  this  area  would 
fail  adequately  to  address  the  various 
relationships  between  commonly 
owned  or  controlled  business  entities. 
The  qualification  in  the  rules  that  op¬ 
erating  subsidiaries  must  be  bona  fide 
indicates  that  there  must  be  some  sub¬ 
stance  to  the  division,  and  that  a  cor¬ 
porate  shell  or  an  entity  established  as 
a  sham  does  not  qualify.  In  cases 
where  a  licensee  has  substantial  doubt 
as  to  whether  an  entity  is  a  bona  fide 
operating  division,  staff  or  Commis¬ 
sion  rulings  can  be  obtained. 

33.  In  addition  to  comments  submit¬ 
ted  regarding  the  meaning  of  bona 
fide  operating  division  or  company, 
many  parties  used  this  occasion  to 
press  for  a  rule  change  permitting 
more  descriptive  underwriting  an¬ 
nouncements.  The  rules  presently 
permit  underwriters  to  be  identified 
by  name  only,  except  that  a  brief  de¬ 
scription  may  be  permitted  to  avoid 
confusion  where  a  donor  has  a  name 
virtually  the  same  as  that  of  another 
business.  Such  a  brief  description  may 
be  broadcast  only  after  Commission 
approval  of  a  waiver  of  the  rule.  Many 
parties  argued  that  while  a  “name- 
only”  announcement  usually  consti¬ 
tutes  sufficient  donor  identification, 
the  licensee  should  be  able  to  include 
additional  descriptive  language  where 
required  without  having  to  resort  to 
the  burdensome  procedure  of  rule 
waiver.  It  was  asserted  that  a  name 
only  identification  is  insufficient  not 
only  where  there  is  a  similarity  in 
names,  but  also  where:  (1)A  business’s 
proper  name  is  unfamiliar  to  the  com¬ 
munity  but  its  product,  trade,  or  ge¬ 
neric  name  is,  (2)  a  business  may  not 
be  known  in  some  parts  of  a  station’s 
service  area,  particularly  when  the  sta¬ 
tion  covers  a  number  of  communities, 
and  (3)  the  donor’s  name  fails  to  dis- 
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close  the  relationship,  if  one  exists,  be¬ 
tween  the  donor’s  business  and  the 
programs  it  is  underwriting— informa¬ 
tion  the  public  should  be  aware  of.  In 
cases  such  as  these,  it  is^argued  that  a 
brief  notation  of  either  the  donor’s 
city  or  town  location,  logogram,  prod¬ 
uct,  or  publically  recognizable  name 
would  achieve  a  clear  identification, 
thus  promoting  the  objective  of  sec¬ 
tion  317  of  the  act.  Additionally,  clear¬ 
er  identification  may  encourage  busi¬ 
nesses  (frequently  local  and  small)  for 
whom  a  name-only  identification  is 
meaningless  to  support  public  broad¬ 
casting. 

34.  The  Commission  has  previously 
considered,  and  rejected,  the  conten¬ 
tion  that  descriptive  material  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  an  underwriter’s  name  is  re¬ 
quired  generally  to  achieve  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  section  317  of  the  act.  See 
Noncommercial  Educational  Stations, 
supra,  at  341.  The  provision  in  the 
rules  allowing  for  identification  of  a 
bona  fide  operating  division  in  place 
of,  or  in  addition  to,  a  parent  company 
and  the  procedure  authorized  for  rule 
waiver  to  avoid  confusion  over  similar 
or  same  business  names  has,  to  our 
best  information,  been  successful  in 
achieving  adequate  underwriter  identi¬ 
fication.  We  note  that  since  adoption 
of  these  rules,  requests  for  waiver 
have  been  few;  i.e.,  less  than  three  a 
year.  Waiver  requests  have  been  grant¬ 
ed  allowing  mention  of  an  underwrit¬ 
er’s  product  to  remove  confusion.  See 
letter  to  WGBH  Educational  Founda¬ 
tion,  dated  February  9,  1977 18  and 
letter  to  Community  Television  of 
Southern  California,  FCC  71-1238,  re¬ 
leased  December  8,  197 1,19  We  are  also 
not  persuaded  that  additional  descrip¬ 
tive  information  should  be  permitted 
in  order  to  disclose  the  relationship 
between  an  underwriter  and  the  pro¬ 
grams  it  supports.  As  we  stated  in 
Noncommercial  Educational  Stations, 
supra,  “We  are  *  ♦  *  concerned  *  *  * 
[about]  regular  association  of  a  partic¬ 
ular  commercial  underwriter— and 
credits  for  it— with  particular  pro¬ 
grams,  especially  where  the  program 
involved  is  one  related  particularly  to 
the  underwriter’s  products.”  Id.  at  345. 
Many  parties,  including  licensees,  ex¬ 
pressed  concern  over  the  increasing 
amount  of  money  corporate  under¬ 
writers  are  providing  noncommercial 
educational  broadcasting  and  urged 
the  Commission  not  to  formulate  rules 
and  guidelines  which  would  increase 


'•Rule  waived  to  permit  use  of  trademark 
"STAN  HOME”  in  addition  to  company 
name  "Stanley  Home  Products,  Inc.,”  to 
avoid  confusion  with  different  company 
named  “The  Stanley  Works.” 

19Rule  waived  to  permit  use  of  trademark 
“GW”  in  addition  to  company  name  “Great 
Western  Savings  and  Loan  Association”  to 
avoid  confusion  with  other  local  financial 
institutions  having  “Western”  as  part  of 
their  names. 
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dependence  on  this  means  of  support. 
The  concern  centered  upon  the  nega¬ 
tive  influence  this  support  could  have 
on  the  programing  judgment  and  inde¬ 
pendence  of  noncommercial  education¬ 
al  licensees.  Judgment  and  indepen¬ 
dence  could  be  subverted,  even  absent 
direct  corporate  interference,  through 
the  licensee’s  quest  for  corporate  dol¬ 
lars.  Our  own  concern  with  the  possi¬ 
ble  effect  of  corporate  underwriters 
upon  noncommercial  educational 
broadcasting  continues  today  and  we 
are  not  disposed  to  amend  the  rules  to 
permit  announcements  which  may  en¬ 
courage  businesses  to  underwrite  pro¬ 
grams  in  which  they  may  have  a  com¬ 
mercial  interest.20  The  Commission 
recognizes  that  the  name-only  require¬ 
ment  may  inhibit  certain  business  en¬ 
tities  from  underwriting  or  funding 
public  broadcasting.  However,  we  be¬ 
lieve  strict  adherence  to  the  name- 
only  identification  requirement  is  nec¬ 
essary  to  preserve  the  essential  nature 
of  noncommercial  educational  broad¬ 
casting. 

35.  The  Commission  at  this  point 
would  like  to  address  two  underwriting 
practices  which  have  come  under  fire 
from  various  interested  parties.  One  of 
these  practices  is  the  active  solicita¬ 
tion  of  underwriters  by 
noncommercial  educational  licensees 
by  methods  closely  resembling  time 
sales  by  commercial  broadcast  sta¬ 
tions.  The  complaint  appears  to  be 
that  in  soliciting  underwriting  sup¬ 
port,  noncommercial  educational 
broadcasters  point  out  to  potential 
contributors,  as  part  of  their  effort  to 
encourage  donations,  the  number  of 
broadcast  identifications  a  donation 
will  generate.  For  example,  a 
noncommercial  educational  broadcast¬ 
er  will  inform  a  potential  contributor 
that  his  donation  to  a  program  series 
of  ten  1-hour  broadcasts  will  entitle 
him  to  twenty  broadcast  underwriting 
credits.  It  is  claimed  that  this  practice 
not  only  violates  the  spirit,  if  not  the 
letter,  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  but 
is  unfair  and  financially  injurious  to 
commercial  broadcasters  who  must 
compete  for  business  with  these  tax 
exempt  facilities.  The  Commission  ini¬ 
tially  notes  that  it  is  no  violation  of  its 
rules  for  noncommercial  educational 
broadcasters  to  solicit  underwriting 
support  from  the  business  community. 
In  fact,  the  Congressional  funding 
scheme  encourages  them  to  do  so.  It  is 
also  a  fact  that  section  317  of  the  act 
requires  that  persons  or  entities  pro¬ 
viding  funds  for  specific  programs  be 
identified.  Additionally,  it  should  be 
recognized  that  the  amount  of  money 
raised  by  underwriting  for  specific  pro¬ 
graming,  unlike  commercial  time  sales, 
is  limited  to  “the  costs  incidental  to 


"For  example,  a  sewing  machine  company 
underwriting  a  program  demonstrating 
money  saving  aspects  of  home  sewing. 


[the  program’s]  production  and  broad¬ 
cast.”  See  §§  73.503(c)  and  73.621(d)  of 
the  rules.  Accordingly,  we  can  see  no 
violation  of  our  rules  in  contributors 
being  informed  of  the  number  of 
broadcast  identifications  they  will  re¬ 
ceive  for  their  contribution  and  the 
fact  that  this  procedure  may  resemble 
commercial  time  selling  does  not 
change  this  conclusion.  The  other 
practice  receiving  substantial  criticism 
from  commercial  broadcasters  and 
others  concerns  newspaper  advertising 
promoting  corporate  underwriting  of 
noncommercial  educational  programs. 
It  is  argued  that  this  practice  is  clear 
evidence  of  the  commercialism  which 
has  overtaken  noncommercial  educa¬ 
tional  broadcasting.  There  is  no  Com¬ 
mission  rule,  regulation  or  policy 
which  prohibits  or  restricts  newspaper 
advertising  of  this  kind.  Furthermore, 
in  noncommercial  educational 
broadcasting’s  competition  with  com¬ 
mercial  broadcasting  for  viewers  and 
listeners,41  newspaper  advertising 
helps  make  the  public  aware  of  the  al¬ 
ternatives  to  commercial  programing. 

36.  We  also  find  little  merit  to  the 
complaint  that  these  practices,  and 
perhaps  others,  divert  advertising  dol¬ 
lars  from  commercial  to 
noncommercial  educational  broadcast¬ 
ers.  It  is  readily  apparent  that  in  seek¬ 
ing  underwriting  and  broadcast  sup¬ 
port,  noncommercial  educational 
broadcasters  do  in  a  sense  compete 
with  commercial  broadcasters  for 
money  from  the  business  community. 
However,  financial  support  for 
noncommercial  educational  broadcast¬ 
ers  from  the  business  community  is  an 
integral  part  of  the  congressionally 
mandated  scheme  for  financing  public 
broadcasting  and  we  do  not  believe  it 
appropriate  for  this  Commission  to 
alter  significantly  this  scheme.42  More- 


41  The  intent  of  Congress  in  appropriating 
funds  to  noncommercial  educational  broad¬ 
casting  was,  in  part,  to  foster  such  competi¬ 
tion.  Congress  stated,  “The  programing  of 
these  stations  should  not  only  be  supple¬ 
mentary  to  but  competitive  with  commer¬ 
cial  broadcasting  services.”  S.  Rep.  No.  222, 
90th  Cong.,  1st  Sess.  6  (1967). 

"Mention  of  commercial  entities  on 
public  broadcast  stations  in  connection  with 
underwriting  and  donations  has  occurred 
for  many  years  and  we  are  unaware  of  any 
significant  adverse  congressional  reaction. 
This  lack  of  reaction  may,  in  part,  be  due  to 
the  comparatively  small  amount  of  money 
dedicated  by  business  to  noncommercial 
educational  broadcasting.  For  example, 
public  broadcasting  income,  i.e.,  income  to 
CPB  qualified  stations  and  others  such  as 
Children’s  Television  Workshop,  from  busi¬ 
ness  (including  auction  income)  totaled  ap¬ 
proximately  $41  million  in  1976  (PBS  Com¬ 
ments,  Appendix  B,  Table  1),  while  advertis¬ 
ing  expenditures  on  commercial  broadcast 
stations  totaled  6.032  billion  dollars  (FCC 
TV  Broadcast  Financial  Data  and  FCC  AM/ 
FM  Broadcast  Financial  Data,  released 
August  29,  1977  and  December  12,  1977,  re¬ 
spectively)  in  the  same  period.  Moreover, 


over,  any  competition  for  dollars  that 
does  exist  is  heavily  weighted  in  favor 
of  the  commercial  broadcaster  by 
virtue  of  the  restrictions  placed  upon 
the  types  of  credit  announcements 
noncommercial  educational  broadcast¬ 
ers  may  make. 

Question  8 

37.  In  question  8,  the  Commission  re¬ 
quested  comments  on  the  impact  of 
changing  the  underwriting  rules  to 
permit  only  one  underwriting  an¬ 
nouncement  in  programs  of  legs  than 
one-half  hour  duration.  Note  1  to  sec¬ 
tions  73.503  and  73.621  of  the  rules 
presently  permits  underwriting  an¬ 
nouncements  at  the  beginning  and  end 
of  each  program  and  the  Commission 
has  been  questioned  about  the  propri¬ 
ety  of  these  announcements  at  the  be¬ 
ginning  and  end  of  a  5-minute  pro¬ 
gram.  The  majority  of  comments  on 
this  question  stated  that  a  limit  of  one 
underwriting  announcement  in  pro¬ 
grams  of  less  than  one-half  hour 
would  have  little  impact  on 
noncommercial  educational  program¬ 
ing.  However,  several  parties  stated 
that  noncommercial  educational  radio 
stations  broadcast  many  more  pro¬ 
grams  of  less  than  one-half  hour  than 
do  television  stations,  that  radio  li¬ 
censees  would  be  adversely  affected  by 
any  decline  in  financial  support  result¬ 
ing  from  the  contemplated  change, 
and  that,  therefore,  any  rule  change 
should  take  into  consideration  this  dif¬ 
ference  between  radio  and  television. 
It  was  also  argued  that  programing 
cost  is  not  necessarily  determined  by 
length  and  that  to  deny  underwriters 
of  programs  lasting  less  than  a  half- 
hour  of  the  same  number  of  credits  as 
underwriters  of  longer  programs 
would  be  unfair.  Additionally,  some 
parties  assert  that  appropriate  spon¬ 
sorship  identification,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  317  of  the  act,  requires  that  un¬ 
derwriting  announcements  be  made  at 
the  beginning  and  end  of  all  programs. 
Finally,  several  parties  noted  that 
radio  underwriting  presently  consti¬ 
tutes  only  a  small  portion  of  radio  li¬ 
censee  income  and  any  rule  change  ad¬ 
versely  affecting  the  usefulness  of 
such  underwriting  could  only  lessen 
the  possibility  of  growth  of  this  source 
of  station  support. 


there  is  no  apparent  correlation  between 
the  business  community’s  support  of 
noncommercial  educational  broadcasting 
and  the  statistic  cited  by  the  North  Carolina 
Broadcasters  Association  (NCBA)  that  39 
percent  of  all  commercial  broadcast  stations 
operated  at  a  loss  in  1975.  Nor  can  any 
adverse  conclusions  regarding  such  support 
reasonably  be  drawn  from  the  NCBA's 
statement  that  from  1974  to  1975  commer¬ 
cial  radio  broadcast  revenue  increased  only 
7.6  percent  while  noncommercial  education¬ 
al  radio  revenue  increased  20.1  percent  (re¬ 
spective  figures  for  television  are  8.3  percent 
and  25.5  percent). 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  43,  NO.  140— THURSDAY,  JULY  20,  1978 


PROPOSED  RULES 


31175 


38.  The  Commission  believes,  based 
on  the  information  presently  before  it, 
and  in  accord  with  its  desire  to  main¬ 
tain  and  further  the  noncommercial 
character  of  noncommercial  educa¬ 
tional  broadcasting  to  the  fullest 
extent  possible  consistent  with  the 
public  interest,  that  a  change  in  the 
Commission’s  rules  to  permit  only  one 
underwriting  announcement  in  brief 
programs  is  appropriate;  but  will  make 
the  change  applicable  to  programs  of 
less  than  15  minutes  duration  rather 
than  to  those  of  less  than  one-half 
hour  as  tentatively  envisioned.  This 
change  will  eliminate  what  appears  to 
be  unnecessary  and  unproductive  pro¬ 
gram  interruptions  of  a  commercial¬ 
like  nature.  The  Commission’s  conclu¬ 
sion  on  the  matter  is  based  primarily 
on  the  general  agreement  in  the  com¬ 
ments  that  permitting  only  one  under¬ 
writing  announcement  in  programs  of 
less  than  one-half  hour  would  have 
little  impact  on  noncommercial  educa¬ 
tional  programing  and  the  lack  of  evi¬ 
dence  to  the  contrary  submitted  by 
those  who  disagree.  A  reduction  in  the 
number  of  permissible  underwriting 
announcements  will  not  necessarily 
reduce  station  support  since  such  sup¬ 
port  is  not  wholly  dependent  on  the 
broadcast  exposure  of  the  underwrit¬ 
er.  We  note  that  1976  underwriting 
revenue  for  radio,  where  the  impact,  if 
any,  is  most  likely  to  be  felt,  constitut¬ 
ed  only  approximately  1.6  percent  of 
total  revenue  sources  and  only 
$770,000  in  actual  dollars.23  If  radio’s 
present  capability  of  offering  two 
credit  announcements  in  short  pro¬ 
grams  has  produced  only  this  small  re¬ 
sponse,  the  frequency  of  exposure 
does  not  appear  significant  to  radio 
underwriters  and  the  proposed  rule 
change  is  not  likely  to  affect  substan¬ 
tially  the  decision  whether  to  under¬ 
write.  Furthermore,  we  do  not  believe 
two  underwriting  announcements  in 
programs  of  less  than  15  minutes  du¬ 
ration  are  necessary  to  provide  ade¬ 
quate  disclosure  to  the  audience  as  re¬ 
quired  by  section  317  of  the  act.  The 
Commission  has  no  such  general  re¬ 
quirement  for  commercial  broadcast¬ 
ing  (except  in  the  case  of  political  edu¬ 
cational  broadcast  matter  and  certain 
other  matter  described  in  §  73.1212(d) 
of  the  rules)  and  we  see  no  reason  to 
treat  noncommercial  broadcasting  dif¬ 
ferently.  Accordingly,  the  Commission 
proposes  to  amend  the  rules  to  effec¬ 
tuate  this  change.  Some  comments 
noted  that  most  programs  described  as 
one-half  hour  in  length  were  actually 
a  few  minutes  less  than  that  so  as  to 
permit  station  identification,  public 


“Source:  Public  Broadcasting  Income, 
Comments  of  the  Public  Broadcasting  Serv¬ 
ice,  Appendix  B.  Table  1,  based  upon  annual 
financial  reports  of  public  television  and 
radio  licensees  and  other  organizations 
(such  as  Children's  Television  Workshop). 


service  announcements,  underwriter 
credits  and  the  like.  We  assume  this 
could  be  true  of  programs  lasting  15 
minutes  and  this  is  taken  into  consid¬ 
eration  in  the  proposed  rule. 

39.  The  Commission  would  like  to 
propose  another  rule  change  in  note  1 
regarding  underwriting  announce¬ 
ments.  The  comments  of  Dow,  Lohnes 
&  Albertson  state  that  note  1  to 
§§73.503  and  73.621  of  the  rules  per¬ 
mits  underwriting  announcements  in 
programs  lasting  longer  than  1  hour  to 
be  made  “at  hourly  intervals  during 
the  program  if  the  last  such  announce¬ 
ment  occurs  at  least  15  minutes  before 
the  announcement  at  the  end  of  the 
program,’’  and  requests  that  the  rule 
be  relaxed  to  permit  these  hourly  an¬ 
nouncements  to  be  made  "at  a  natural 
break  in  programing,  as  close  to  the 
hour  as  feasible.”  Dow,  Lohnes  & 
Albertson  notes  that  the  Commission 
already  permits  PBS  to  broadcast  un¬ 
derwriting  announcements  in  this 
manner  in  the  television  programs  it 
distributes,  and  states  that  the  con¬ 
venience  afforded  by  permitting  all 
parties  this  method  of  identification 
would  be  widely  felt.  The  Commission 
believes  that  the  suggested  rule 
change  would  be  in  the  public  interest. 
Many  stations  broadcast  music  and 
drama  programs  lasting  longer  than  1 
hour  and  the  injection  of  an  under¬ 
writing  announcement  during  the 
course  of  such  programs  may  be  un¬ 
necessarily  disruptive.  Such  a  rule 
change  would  also  be  consistent  with 
§  73.1201  of  the  rules  which  permits 
station  identification  announcements 
to  be  made  "as  close  to  the  hour  as 
feasible,  at  a  natural  break  in  program 
offerings.”  Accordingly,  a  rule  change 
to  this  effect  is  being  proposed. 

Question  9 

40.  In  question  9  the  Commission  re¬ 
quested  comments  on  establishing 
guidelines  with  respect  to  announce¬ 
ments  identifying  those  who  contrib¬ 
ute  goods  or  services  to 
noncommercial  educational  broadcast 
licensees  instead  of  programs  or  funds 
for  program  production.  The  present 
rules  require  announcements  recogniz¬ 
ing  the  producing  or  furnishing  of  pro¬ 
grams  or  the  provisions  of  funds  for 
their  production,  and  permit  an¬ 
nouncements  recognizing  general  con¬ 
tributions  of  a  substantial  nature 
which  make  possible  the  broadcast  of 
programs  for  part,  or  all,  of  the  day’s 
schedule.  However,  these  rules  have 
never  formally  been  interpreted  to  en¬ 
compass  contributions  to  licensees  of 
other  than  programs  or  money.  The 
Commission  recognizes  that  many  li¬ 
censees  receive  gifts  of  goods  or  ser¬ 
vices  such  as  studio  equipment,  carpet¬ 
ing,  records  (in-kind  contributions) 
and  it  stated  in  the  Notice  a  belief 
that  the  in-kind  contributor  should  be 


treated  similarly  to  contributors  of 
programs  or  funds  for  their  produc¬ 
tion,  the  rationale  for  this  procedure 
being  that  donations  of  such  goods  or 
services  free  other  station  funds  for 
program  purposes.  The  great  majority 
of  comments  received  on  this  question 
supported  treating  in-kind  contribu¬ 
tors  similar  to  cash  contributors  and 
stated  that  this  could  be  accomplished 
by  following  the  procedures  for  credit¬ 
ing  cash  contributors  presently  set  out 
in  notes  1  and  2  to  §§  73.503  and  73.621 
of  the  Rules.  The  problem  the  Com¬ 
mission  sees,  though  in  crediting  in- 
kind  contributors  pursuant  to  notes  1 
and  2  is  that,  in  contrast  to  established 
methods,  as  discussed  below,  for  deter¬ 
mining  the  number  of  credit  an¬ 
nouncements  a  cash  program  under¬ 
writing  donation  may  warrant,  no 
limit  on  the  number  of  announce¬ 
ments  acknowledging  a  specific  or  gen¬ 
eral  contribution  of.  carpets,  for  exam¬ 
ple,  is  readily  apparent.  We  believe, 
however,  that  with  the  rule  changes 
specified  below,  acknowledgement  of 
in-kind  contributors  along  the  same 
lines  as  cash  contributors  can  be 
achieved. 

41.  In-kind  contributions,  like  cash 
contributions,  may  be  of  two  types, 
either  designated  for  use  in  connection 
with  specific  programing  or  for  use  in 
general  station  operation.  It  appears 
from  the  comments  that  few  problems 
exist  with  respect  to  crediting  cash 
contributions  designated  for  a  specific 
program  or  a  particular  program 
series.  Such  contributions,  after  all, 
must  be  identified  at  the  time  the  pro¬ 
gram  is  broadcast  (pursuant  to  section 
317  of  the  Act)  and  the  notes  to  the 
rules  specify  when  these  credits  may 
be  broadcast.  In  order  to  avoid  the  re¬ 
quired  numerous  identification  credits 
for  cash  contributors  to  specific  pro¬ 
grams,  licensees  frequently  refuse 
cash  donations  for  specific  programs 
which  fall  below  some  minimum 
amount.24  With  respect  to  cash  con¬ 
tributors  for  general  station  purposes, 
it  seems  from  the  comments  that  the 
number  of  credit  announcements  is 
often  based  upon  a  formula  keyed  to 
the  relationship  between  the  size  of 
the  contribution  and  the  cost  of  1 
hour’s  or  1  day’s  station  operation.  To 


24  We  wish  to  point  out  that  we  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  section  317  of  the  Act  requires  identifi¬ 
cation  of  a  cash  contributor  to  a  particular 
program  series  each  and  every  time  a  pro¬ 
gram  in  the  series  is  broadcast  if,  in  accept¬ 
ing  the  contribution,  the  contributor  and 
the  station,  or  program  producer,  expressly 
agree  that  the  contribution  is  for  a  specific 
program  in  the  series.  For  example,  if,  in  ac¬ 
cepting  a  cash  contribution  for  a  10  pro¬ 
gram  series,  it  was  agreed  that  the  contribu¬ 
tion  was  specifically  for  the  third  and 
fourth  programs  broadcast  in  the  series, 
identification  of  the  contributor  need  be 
made  only  at  the  time  of  the  third  and 
fourth  braodcast. 
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treat  in-kind  contributions  on  a  par 
with  cash  contributors  it  appears  that 
a  monetary  value  would  have  to  be 
placed  on  the  gift  and  credit  then 
given  accordingly. 

42.  Some  parties  suggest  other  meth¬ 
ods.  capitol  Community  Broadcasting, 
Inc.,  suggests  that  stations  should  be 
able  to  thank  those  who  donate  goods 
and  sen-ices  by  announcing  a  list  of 
donors  not  more  than  twice  each  day. 
WVUB  Radio  would  like  a  rule  permit¬ 
ting  announcements  at  the  beginning 
and  end  of  a  program,  and  at  1-hour 
intervals,  for  substantial  donations  to 
particular  programs  and  one  an¬ 
nouncement  during  the  day  for  donors 
of  less  substantial  goods  or  services. 
Florida  Central  East  Coast  Education¬ 
al  Television,  Inc.,  claims  that  a  credit 
announcement  should  not  be  given 
unless  the  value  of  an  in-kind  dona¬ 
tion  for  a  specific  program  equals  at 
least  25  percent  of  the  total  cost  of 
producing  the  program.  The  law  firm 
Schwartz  and  Woods,  on  behalf  of  21 
licensees,  states  that  licensees  should 
be  able  to  classify  contributions  on  a 
reasonable  basis  and  that  permanent 
in-kind  gifts  of  a  substantial  nature 
could  be  acknowledged  over  a  period 
of  time,  just  as  are  substantial  general 
cash  contributions.  Station  WMCU 
suggests  that  if  the  goods  donated 
have  a  value  of,  for  example,  $100  and 
if  air  time  cost  $50  per  hour,  the  donor 
should  be  entitled  to  announcements 
as  though  it  sponsored  two  half-hour 
programs.  Public  Radio  in  Mid  Amer¬ 
ica  feels  that  stations  should  deter¬ 
mine  the  value  of  the  donation  and 
assign  a  number  of  announcements 
over  a  period  of  time  not  to  exceed, 
perhaps,  five  per  day  spread  over  the 
day's  schedule,  which  would  roughly 
correlate  to  the  number  of  announce¬ 
ments  an  underwriter  of  programs 
would  receive. 

43.  The  Commission  believes  that  in- 
kind  contributions  may  be  given  a 
dollar  value  and  credited  pursuant  to 
formulas  generally  used  by  licensees 
for  cash  contributions.  Although 
many  parties  suggested  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  adopt  some  criteria  as  to  what 
sort  of  in-kind  contribution  would  war¬ 
rant  credit,  we  do  not  feel  that  setting 
an  arbitrary  dollar  value  or  employing 
terms  such  as  “reasonable”  or  “sub¬ 
stantial”  would  be  appropriate  or 
create  any  degree  of  certainty  in  this 
area.  Rather,  we  believe  that  whether 
a  contribution  warrants  acknowledge¬ 
ment  and  the  number  of  specific  ac¬ 
knowledgements  due  are  matters  best 
left  to  each  licnesee’s  discretion.  We 
propose  only  to  place  a  limit  on  the 
number  of  times  each  day  such  ac¬ 
knowledgements  may  be  made.  Howev¬ 
er,  we  believe  that  in-kind  contribu¬ 
tions  designated  for  use  on  particular 
programs  or  program  series  should  not 
be  treated  like  cash  contributions  of 


this  nature  because,  unlike  the  section 
317  identification  requirement  for  a 
cash  contribution,  an  identification 
announcement  in  connection  with  an 
in-kind  contribution  for  a  particular 
program  is  not  always  necessary.  Sec¬ 
tion  317  of  the  Act  does  not  require 
identification  of  any  service  or  proper¬ 
ty  furnished  without  charge  for  use 
on,  or  in  connection  with  a  broadcast 
unless  it  is  so  furnished  in  considera¬ 
tion  for  an  identification  in  a  broad¬ 
cast  of  any  person,  product,  service, 
trademark,  or  brand  name  beyond  an 
identification  which  is  reasonably  re¬ 
lated  to  the  use  of  such  service  or 
property  on  the  broadcast.  We  expect 
that  in-kind  contributions  for  use  in 
connection  with  the  broadcast  of  par¬ 
ticular  programs  would  be  used  in  the 
programs  for  their  normal  purpose.24 
Thus,  no  identification  of  the  in-kind 
contributor  to  a  particular  program  is 
ordinarily  required  by  section  317  at 
the  time  of  broadcast  and,  because  of 
our  desire  for  clarity  in  this  area  and 
our  reluctance  to  establishing  arbi¬ 
trary  limits  on  the  number  of  an¬ 
nouncements  particular  in-kind  contri¬ 
butions  warrant,  we  believe  a  different 
approach  is  appropriate.  We  are  pro¬ 
posing  rules  that  will  permit  the  iden¬ 
tification  of  in-kind  contributors,  of 
either  a  general  or  specific  nature,  at 
specific  times  of  the  day.  The  pro¬ 
posed  rule  will,  we  realize,  eliminate 
contemporaneous  identification  of  in- 
kind  contributors  to  network  distribut¬ 
ed  programs.  The  network  is  free  to 
distribute  the  names  of  in-kind  donors 
so  that  credit  may  be  given  on  local 
stations  if  consistent  with  the  local 
stations’  criteria.26  We  note  that  elimi¬ 
nation  of  credit  announcements  incon¬ 
sistent  with  this  proposed  new  rule  in 
programs  already  produced  or  under 
contract  for  production  may  impose  a 
burden  on  noncommercial  educational 
licensees  in  editing  or  meeting 
contractual  commitments.  According¬ 
ly,  this  new  rule,  if  adopted,  would 
apply  only  to  programs  the  production 
of  which  was  completed  6  months 
after  the  rule’s  adoption. 

44.  The  Commission  believes  that  in- 
kind  contributors  may  be  identified 
pursuant  to  the  present  note  2  of  the 
rules  with  two  modifications  of  the 
note.  To  remove  ambiguity,  we  are 


“We  have  in  mind  here  such  things  as 
furniture  used  in  sets,  or  clothing  or  cos¬ 
tumes  worn  by  performers. 

“For  example,  if  a  host  on  a  network  pro¬ 
gram  is  provided  with  a  wardrobe  by  XYZ 
Fashion  Store,  the  station  originating  or 
taping  the  program  can  evaluate  that  con¬ 
tribution  as  to  whether  it  deserves  mention 
as  a  contributor.  Regardless  of  that  stations’ 
criteria,  since  such  contributions  reduce  the 
cost  of  production  of  the  program  and 
hence  the  cost  of  the  program  to  the  local 
stations,  each  station  braodcasting  the  pro¬ 
gram  may,  if  it  desires,  mention  the  contri¬ 
bution. 


eliminating  the  requirement  that  con¬ 
tributions  be  substantial,  thus  permit¬ 
ting  acknowledgement  of  any  contri¬ 
bution,  cash  or  in-kind,  which  the  li¬ 
censee  deems  appropriate.  We  will 
retain  the  provisions  allowing  ac¬ 
knowledgement  at  the  start  and  close 
of  the  day  and  of  one  contributor  once 
an  hour.  However,  in  view  of  the  in¬ 
creased  number  of  identifications 
which  this  rule  change  may  generate, 
we  are  proposing  to  permit  two  pro¬ 
graming  breaks  a  day,  at  times  of  the 
licensees’s  choosing,  for  2  minutes 
each,  to  acknowledge  general  cash  and 
in-kind  contributors.  Since  the  pro¬ 
posed  rules  increase  the  daily  number 
of  acknowledgements  and  remove  the 
“substantial”  requirement,  we  further 
propose  that  no  general  cash  or  in- 
kind  donor  may  be  identified  more 
than  once  a  day  in  the  permissible 
hourly  acknowledgement. 

45.  One  further  point  regarding 
credit  announcements  for  in-kind  con¬ 
tributions  should  be  addressed.  A 
number  of  parties  requested  that  any 
rules  permitting  credit  announcements 
for  in-kind  contributions  should  also 
permit  mention  of  the  nature  of  the 
contribution.  The  reasons  generally 
put  forth  in  support  of  this  request 
were  similar  to  those  stated  in  support 
of  relaxed  underwriter  identification 
requirements,  namely,  to  present 
clearer  donor  identification  and  to  en¬ 
hance  underwriter  support.  As  an  ex¬ 
ample,  Schwartz  &  Woods  suggests 
that  a  credit  announcement  such  as 
“costumes  contributed  by  Mr.  X”  or 
“by  Y  Corporation”  should  be  accept¬ 
able.  The  Commission  sees  no  reason 
to  treat  contributors  of  in-kind  goods 
or  services  differently  than  contribu¬ 
tors  of  cash  or  programs  or  funds  for 
their  production  in  terms  of  identifica¬ 
tion  and  has  not  included  this  request 
in  the  proposed  rule. 

Questions  10-13 

46.  Questions  10  through  13  concern 
the  amount  of  broadcast  time  devoted 
to  auctions  and  broadcast  identifica¬ 
tion  of  persons  or  businesses  under¬ 
writing  and  contributing  to  these 
events.  Initially,  it  should  be  noted 
that,  as  stated  in  the  notice,  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  no  intention  of  eliminat¬ 
ing  the  auction  as  a  station  fund-rais¬ 
ing  activity  at  this  time.  The  com¬ 
ments  of  PBS,  at  table  4,  show  that  in 
1976  public  television  licensees  re¬ 
ceived  11.6  million  dollars  in  auction 
income  representing  3.6  percent  of 
total  income.  This  is  a  substantial 
amount  of  money,  particularly  when  it 
is  recognized  that  over  90  percent  of  it 
goes  to  financing  community  licensees 
(See  PBS  comments,  table  5).  On  the 
other  hand,  we  stated  in 
Noncommercial  Educational  Stations, 
supra,  that  we  intended  to  study  at 
some  future  time  the  matter  of  “ex- 
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tended”  and  “commercial”  auction  ac¬ 
tivities.  It  is  for  this  reason  that  the 
Commission  undertook  this  review  of 
auction  practices. 

47.  For  the  following  reasons,  the 
Commission  believes  that,  despite  the 
significant  role  auctions  presently  play 
in  public  station  financing,  some  re¬ 
strictions  on  their  operation  are  now 
appropriate.27  When  the  Commission 
liberalized  the  rules  to  accommodate 
necessary  commercial  activity  during 
auction  periods,  the  usual  station  auc¬ 
tion  was  an  annual  event  lasting  three 
to  seven  days.  The  comments  demon¬ 
strate  that  while  most  stations  con¬ 
ducting  auctions  still  conduct  only  one 
per  year,  the  normal  auctions  period  is 
now  approximately  7  to  9  days,  with 
several  as  long  as  10  days  and  at  least 
one  station’s  auction  lasting  14  days. 
The  comments  also  indicate  that  the 
normal  auction  consumes  between 
one-third  and  one-half  of  the  station’s 
programing  each  day  it  runs  and  that 
several  stations  devote  entire  days  to 
auction  activities.  Additionally,  al¬ 
though  we  have  no  independent  infor¬ 
mation  on  the  total  number  of  hours 
devoted  to  auction  activity  in  past 
years,  we  note  that  the  average  annual 
number  of  hours  devoted  to  public 
television  station  promotion/auction/ 
fundraising  activities  increased  from 
60.65  hours  in  1974  to  69.0  hours  in 
1976.2*  Some  of  these  hours  can  safely 
be  assumed  to  contain  auction  activity. 
These  figures  indicate  that  auction  ac¬ 
tivity  is  increasing  and  that  it  con¬ 
sumes  substantial  amounts  of  program 
time.  The  financial  health  of 
noncommercial  educational  television 
has  not  been  shown  to  be  dependent 
upon  a  continued  increase  in  auction 
revenue 29  and  the  Commission  does 
not  believe  that  an  unlimited  increase 
in  broadcast  time  devoted  to  auctions 
is  in  the  best  interest  either  of  serving 
the  public  or  of  preserving  the 
noncommercial  character  of 
noncommercial  educational  broadcast¬ 
ing.  Accordingly,  the  Commission  pro¬ 
poses  to  limit  auction  activity  to  a 
maximum  of  10  days  during  any  one 


27 Although  many  parties  stated  that  no 
restrictions  should  be  placed  on  auction  ac¬ 
tivity,  some  parties  stated  that  restrictions 
would  be  acceptable.  Station  WSKG-TV 
stated  that  it  could  support  a  14-day  limit; 
station  KUNC-FM  suggested  an  auction  and 
fund-raising  limit  of  7  days  once  a  year  and 
station  KETC  suggested  limiting  auctions 
and  fund  raising  to  four  times  a  year. 

“Source:  “Public  Television  Program  Con¬ 
tent:  1974,”  Corporation  for  Public  Broad¬ 
casting,  figure  V.2  and  “Public  Television 
Programing  By  Category:  1976,”  Corpora¬ 
tion  for  Public  Broadcasting,  figure  V.2. 

“Table  4  of  the  PBS  Comments  indicates 
that,  in  actual  dollars,  public  television  has 
received  continously  increasing  support 
from  non-Federal  sources  of  income  such  as 
State  governments,  universities,  businesses 
and  members  of  the  public  for  at  least  fiscal 
years  1974,  1975,  and  1976. 


calendar  year  with  an  additional  re¬ 
striction  that  no  one  day’s  auction  ac¬ 
tivity  consume  more  that  50  percent  of 
the  day’s  broadcast  time.30  These  re¬ 
strictions  permit  a  slightly  higher 
amount  of  time  for  auction  activity 
than  on  the  average  appears  to  take 
place  at  the  present  time.31  Since  auc¬ 
tions  substantially  consist  of  promot¬ 
ing  the  sale  of  products  and  services, 
obvious  commercial  activity,  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  authority  to  propose  limits  is 
clear.  See  paragraphs  8-14,  supra. 

48.  The  response  to  question  12 
(what  percentage  of  the  money  raised 
during  auctions  comes  from  auction 
underwriters?)  demonstrates  that  auc¬ 
tion  underwriters  provide  substantial 
support  to  public  broadcasters.  While 
the  parties  did  not  separate  major  un¬ 
derwriters  from  those  who  provide  an¬ 
cillary  support,  it  appears  that  under¬ 
writers  generally  accounted  for  ap¬ 
proximately  10-20  percent  of  auction 
revenue,  with  some  accounting  for  as 
much  as  25  percent  or  more.  In  view  of 
this  fact,  we  are  not  inclined  to  discon¬ 
tinue  broadcast  acknowledgement  of 
underwriter  contributions  at  this  time. 
However,  as  stated  in  the  notice,  it  has 
come  to  our  attention  that  the  rules 
permitting  acknowledgement  of  auc¬ 
tion  underwriter  support,32  designed  to 
afford  recognition  to  those  persons  or 
entities  underwriting  portions  of  auc¬ 
tion  expense,  i.e.,  1  day’s  cost,  is  being 
used  to  some  extent  to  acknowledge 
in-kind  contributions  of  nominal 
value.  Since  this  rule  permits  identifi¬ 
cation  of  an  underwriter’s  products 
and  services,  we  believe  that  some 
guidelines  are  appropriate  to  define 
what  constitutes  an  underwriter  for 
the  purpose  of  the  rule. 

49.  Comments  were  solicited  in  ques¬ 
tion  13  as  to  what  standard  should  be 
used  in  determining  what  constituted 
an  auction  underwriter.  The  most 
common  response  to  this  question  was 
that  any  person  or  entity  contributing 


“Stations  may  elect  to  stay  on  the  air  in 
excess  of  their  normal  operating  hours 
during  such  periods. 

“In  view  of  the  Commission’s  decision 
that  limits  on  the  amount  of  time  devoted 
to  auction  activities  are  necessary,  we  do  not 
believe  it  appropriate,  as  suggested  by  one 
party,  to  expand  the  exception  for  the  pro¬ 
motion  of  goods  and  services  during  auction 
periods  to  include  preauction  announce¬ 
ments. 

“See  present  §73.503,  note  4  and  §73.621, 
note  4,  which  state,  in  part,  that:  “The  pro¬ 
visions  of  notes  1  and  2  of  this  section  shall 
not  apply  during  the  broadcast  times  in 
which  ‘auctions’  are  held  to  finance  station 
operation.  Credit  announcements  during 
‘auction’  broadcasts  may  identify  particular 
products  and  services.  *  •  *”  These  notes,  in 
effect,  remove  any  quantitative  limit  on 
aural  credits  given  an  underwriter.  Present 
section  73.621,  note  4  also  permits  visual  ex¬ 
posure  of  a  display  in  the  auction  area  of 
the  underwriter's  name  and  trademark,  and 
products  or  service  or  a  representation 
thereof. 


money  or  goods  which  freed  station 
funds  to  cover  some  other  necessary 
auction  expense  should  be  considered 
an  underwriter.  Others  stated  that:  (1) 
this  decision  should  be  left  to  the  li¬ 
censee’s  discretion,  (2)  to  qualify  for 
credit  the  contribution  should  be  “sub¬ 
stantial”  or  “more  than  minimal” 
(ranges  from  10-75  percent  of  a  day’s 
cost  were  mentioned),  and  (3)  only 
cash  contributions  defraying  out-of- 
pocket  expenses  should  be  considered. 
In  view  of  the  large  amount  of  expo¬ 
sure  the  present  rule  accords  auction 
underwriters,  see  footnote  26,  supra, 
the  Commission  believes  that  the  un¬ 
derwriter’s  contribution  should  be 
quite  substantial.  The  Commission 
proposes  that  contributors  of  more 
than  30  percent,  in  money  or  goods 
and  services,  of  1  day’s  necessary  auc¬ 
tion  expense  be  considered  auction  un¬ 
derwriters.  The  Commission  further 
proposes  that  contributors  of  less  than 
this  amount  to  auction  activities  may 
be  recognized  in  the  same  manner  as 
general  cash  and  in-kind  contribu¬ 
tors.33  It  should  be  noted  that  recogni¬ 
tion  of  these  contributions  may  be 
prefaced  by  a  statement  indicating 
that  they  were  made  in  support  of  the 
station  auction. 

Licensees  are  free  to  determine  in 
their  discretion  what  value  a  donation 
must  have  to  warrant  recognition  if 
the  contributor  does  not  qualify  as  an 
underwriter. 

Questions  14,  15,  and  16 

50.  Questions  14,  15,  and  16  pertain 
to  the  practice  of  noncommercial  edu¬ 
cational  stations  conducting  auctions 
for  entities  other  than  themselves.  In 
The  Ohio  State  University,  FCC  76- 
701,  38  RR  2d  22  (1976),  the  Commis¬ 
sion  denied  a  waiver  of  its  rules  for 
this  purpose,  stating,  in  part,  that, 
educational  stations  are  licensed  to 
provide  a  noncommercial  broadcast 
service,  not  to  serve  as  a  fund-raising 
operation  for  other  entities  by  broad¬ 
casting  material  that  is  “akin  to  regu¬ 
lar  advertising.”  (38  RR  2d  at  24).  We 
asked  in  the  notice  whether  such  auc¬ 
tions  should  be  permitted  (question 
14),  and  if  so,  under  what  guidelines 
(question  15),  and  whether  different 
guidelines  should  be  applied  and  what 
they  should  be  if  the  station  retains 
part  of  the  proceeds  (question  16). 

51.  Most  parties  commenting  on  this 
matter  supported  the  Commission’s 
Ohio  State  ruling,  although  several  be¬ 
lieved  joint  auctions  appropriate  if  the 
station  retained  a  portion  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeds.  The  figure  50  percent  was  fre¬ 
quently  mentioned  as  the  portion  of 
proceeds  retained  in  a  joint  auction. 
Support  for  joint  auctions  is  based 
upon  the  assertion  that  the  activity  is 


“The  name  of  the  contributor  should  be 
broadcast  in  the  form  specified  in  §§  73.503 
and  73.621  of  the  rules. 
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clearly  one  that  substantially  helps  fi¬ 
nance  station  operation.  Many  parties, 
however,  argued  in  favor  of  auctions 
for  the  benefit  of  other  entities, 
whether  joint  or  not,  claiming  that 
the  decision  was  properly  a  matter  for 
licensee  discretion  and,  in  any  event, 
the  auctions  are  of  great  benefit  to 
worthy  nonprofit  organizations.  Those 
parties  in  favor  of  such  auctions  also 
generally  believed  that  no  rules  should 
be  adopted  setting  limits  on  the  activi¬ 
ty.  However,  some  felt  that  limits  were 
desirable.  Limits  mentioned  included 
one  such  auction  a  year  with  a  7-day 
limit,  or  a  25-day  limit  for  all  auction 
activity.  Advocates  of  no  guidelines 
also  argued  that  viewer  resistance  will 
keep  licensees  from  devoting  an  undue 
amount  of  time  to  auction  program¬ 
ing. 

52.  The  Commission  is  not  persuaded 
that  further  liberalization  of  its  rules 
to  permit  auctions  for  the  benefit  of 
nonlicensee  entities  is  necessary  to  the 
well  being,  or  in  the  best  interest,  of 
noncommercial  educational  broadcast¬ 
ing  and  we  adhere  to  our  view  that 
broadcast  of  such  matter  is  inconsist¬ 
ent  with  the  noncommercial  nature  of 
educational  broadcasting.  Further¬ 
more,  we  believe  that  the  devotion  of 
programing  time  to  raising  money  by 
on-the-air  auctions  for  charitable  or 
other  organizations  does  not  serve  the 
purposes  for  which  noncommercial 
educational  broadcasting  was  estab¬ 
lished.  The  only  plausible  justification 
for  permitting  auctions  for  the  benefit 
of  others  is  that  the  station  would 
retain  a  substantial  portion  of  the  rev¬ 
enue.  However,  even  this  justification 
is  unpersuasive  in  view  of  the  large 
amount  of  broadcast  time  licensees  al¬ 
ready  devote  to  fund-raising.  Simply 
put,  noncommercial  educational 
broadcasting  is  the  wrong  vehicle  for 
general  fund-raising  by  auctions  and 
the  only  reason  an  exception  is  made 
on  behalf  of  licensees  is  to  aid  in  their 
efforts  to  provide  the  programing 
which  they  were  licensed  to  broadcast. 
Accordingly,  no  rules  or  guidelines  will 
be  adopted  to  permit  auctions  for  the 
benefit  of  nonlicensee  entities.34 

Questions  17-22 

53.  Questions  17  through  22  concern 
noncommercial  educational  licensee 
fund-raising  activities  other  than  auc¬ 
tions,  such  as  membership  drives  and 
marathons.  In  the  notice,  we  stated 
that  unlike  auction  broadcasts,  in  our 
experience  these  activities  did  not  con¬ 
tain  matter  that  can  be  categorized  as 

“Auctions  conducted  by  “friends"  groups 
or  other  groups  which  devote  themselves  to 
station  support  will  be  permitted  so  long  as 
all  proceeds,  less  administrative  costs,  go  to 
the  licensee.  Additionally,  auctions  by  one 
licensee  which  help  support  a  commonly 
owned  station  will  not  be  considered  as 
benefiting  a  nonlicensee  entity. 


“akin”  to  regular  advertising. 35  In 
making  this  statement,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  had  in  mind  the  various  licensee 
methods,  undertaken  during  periods 
of  suspended  programing,  of  exhorting 
listeners  and  viewers  to  contribute 
money  on  either  a  one-time  or  regular 
basis.  (The  Commission  does  not  con¬ 
sider  brief  announcements  or,  general¬ 
ly,  in  the  case  of  radio,  chatter  be¬ 
tween  records  to  fall  in  this  category). 
These  fundraising  activities  do  not 
contain  announcements  promoting  the 
sale  of  products  or  services. 

54.  The  responses  to  questions  17 
and  18,  in  which  we  asked  for  the 
yearly  number  of  each  station’s 
fundraising  promotions  and  the  dura¬ 
tion  of  each,  indicated  that 
fundraising  practices  varied  consider¬ 
ably  from  licensee  to  licensee.3*  The 
number  of  major  fundraising  efforts 
per  year  ranged  from  one  to  five.  The 
main  drives  lasted  anywhere  from  1  to 
30  days,  and  many  licensees  conducted 
additional  “mini”  fundraisers  of  up  to 
several  days’  duration  at  various  times 
throughout  the  year.  The  methods 
used  and  amount  of  time  devoted  to 
fundraising  each  day  varied  widely. 
The  wide  variation  in  nonauction 
fundraising  approaches  could  be  ex¬ 
plained  by  the  parties’  repeated  asser¬ 
tions  that  each  community  responds 
differently  to  appeals  for  money  and 
licensees  must  continuously  try  to  find 
the  right  mix  of  fundraising  activities 
to  achieve  the  greatest  result.  As  a 
consequence,  the  overwhelming  major¬ 
ity  of  parties  stated  in  response  to 
question  19,  i.e.,  what  guidelines,  if 
any,  should  be  imposed  on  nonauction 
fundraising,  that  no  guidelines  should 
be  imposed  which  would  restrict  the 
ability  of  licensees  to  vary  their 
fundraising  methods.  The  parties  also 
contend  that  audience  reaction  to  ap¬ 
peals  for  money,  easily  measured  by 
the  amount  of  donations,  automatical¬ 
ly  places  limits  on  the  amount  of  time 
devoted  to  this  type  of  fundraising 
and  serves  as  an  adequate  check 
against  abuse.  The  parties  strongly 
urge  that,  in  view  of  these  factors  and 
the  statutory  impediments  against 
censorship,  the  decision  when  and  how 
to  conduct  fundraising  activities  of 
this  type  be  left  to  each  licensee’s  dis¬ 
cretion. 

55.  The  PBS  comments  are  instruc¬ 
tive  as  to  the  amount  of  money  raised 
through  direct  on-air  appeals.  Contri¬ 
butions  are  primarily  in  the  form  of 


“The  use  of  premiums  to  encourage  con¬ 
tributions  during  these  efforts  is  not 
"matter  akin  to  regular  advertising”  since 
the  references  to  the  premiums,  to  the  best 
of  our  knowledge,  are  reasonably  related  to 
a  description  of  their  value  as  a  prize.  See 
para.  28.  supra. 

“While  the  questions  did  not  specify,  we 
assume  that  the  data  collected  in  response 
to  these  questions  mainly  pertain  to 
fundraising  solely  for  the  licensee’s  benefit. 


station  memberships  or  subscriptions. 
In  1976,  public  broadcasting  member¬ 
ship  contributions  totaled  $37.7  mil¬ 
lion.  For  Ill  television  licensees  in 
1976,  these  contributions  represented 
approximately  12  percent  of  their 
total  income  and  about  15  percent  of 
their  non-Federal  income.  PBS  and 
other  parties  point  out  that  an  impor¬ 
tant  aspect  of  this  money  is  that  it 
comes  with  no  strings  attached,  as  op¬ 
posed  to  underwriting  income  for  spe¬ 
cific  programs,  and  may  be  used  for 
any  purpose  the  licensee  deems  appro¬ 
priate. 

56.  The  Commission  is  persuaded 
that  since  fundraising  through  mem¬ 
bership  drives,  marathons,  and  the 
like  provides  considerable  financial  as¬ 
sistance  to  public  broadcasting  licens¬ 
ees,  licensees  should  have  a  wide  lati¬ 
tude  within  which  to  conduct  such  ac¬ 
tivities.  We  also  take  note  of  the  fact 
that  contributions  from  individuals  to 
support  public  broadcasting  oper¬ 
ations  are  an  important  ingredient  of 
the  congressional  scheme  for  financ¬ 
ing  public  broadcasting  and  that  on-air 
appeals  appear  to  be  an  effective 
method  for  obtaining  public  assist¬ 
ance.  Accordingly,  the  Commission 
does  not  propose  to  prohibit  or  severe¬ 
ly  restrict  this  kind  of  fundraising  ac¬ 
tivity.  The  Commission  believes, 
though,  that  some  restriction  on  the 
amount  of  time  devoted  to  nonauction 
fundraising  is  required  in  order  to 
insure  that  broadcast  time  on 
noncommercial  educational  stations  is 
devoted  primarily  to  the  type  of  pro¬ 
graming  for  which  the  service  was  es¬ 
tablished.  Clearly,  noncommercial 
educational  stations  would  be  prohib¬ 
ited  from  devoting  100  percent  of  their 
programing  to  fundraising  to  the  ex¬ 
clusion  of  the  types  of  programs  which 
they  are  licensed  to  broadcast,  hence, 
the  imposition  of  a  limit  on 
fundraising  is  analogous  to  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  requirement  that  commercial 
stations  not  devote  100  percent  of 
their  programing  to  entertainment  to 
the  exclusion  of  public  interest  pro¬ 
graming.  The  Commission  believes 
that  a  limit  to  the  amount  of  broad¬ 
cast  time  which  noncommercial  educa¬ 
tional  licensees  may  devote  to 
nonauction  fundraising  .should  be  ex¬ 
pressed  in  terms  of  hours  so  as  to  pro¬ 
vide  each  licensee  with  the  greatest 
flexibility  in  conducting  its  nonauction 
fundraising  efforts. 

57.  The  Commission  believes  that 
any  rule  limiting  the  number  of  hours 
devoted  to  nonauction  fundraising  ac¬ 
tivities  should  be  based  primarily  upon 
the  operations  of  community  licens¬ 
ees37  since  it  is  those  licensees  who 


“There  are  four  types  of  noncommercial 
educational  broadcast  licensees:  (1)  commu¬ 
nity,  (2)  university,  (3)  local  school,  and  (4) 
State.  The  community  licensee  is  generally 
composed  of  various  elements  in  a  local  ju- 
Footnotes  continued  on  next  page 
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derive  the  most  support  from  such  ef¬ 
forts.  Table  5  of  the  PBS  comments 
states  that  in  1976  community  licens¬ 
ees  received  20  percent  of  their  reve¬ 
nue  from  members  and  subscribers, 
the  main  source  of  donations  from 
marathons  and  the  like,  whereas  all 
other  licensees  together  received  only 
8.8  percent  of  their  revenue  from 
these  sources.  In  seeking  an  appropri¬ 
ate  number  of  hours,  the  Commission 
notes  that  community  television  li¬ 
censees  were  on  the  air  an  average  of 
92.6  hours  per  week  in  1976  (“Public 
Television  Programming  By  Category: 
1976.  ’  Corporation  for  Public  Broad¬ 
casting,  Table  II,  3).  The  Commission 
believes  that  no  more  than  the  equiva¬ 
lent  of  1  week  of  noncommercial  edu¬ 
cational  broadcast  time  ought  or  need 
be  devoted  to  on-air  nonauction 
fundraising  and  proposes  to  limit  such 
activity  to  90  hours  a  calendar  year. 
We  also  note  that,  although  methods 
of  fundraising  varied,  the  comments 
indicated  that  90  hours  a  year  would 
accomodate  all  but  the  most  extreme 
case  of  present  fundraising  activity. 
Accordingly,  a  rule  setting  this  limit  is 
proposed.  Although  we  propose  as  one 
alternative  an  across  the  board  90- 
hour  a  year  limit,  we  recognize  there 
may  be  other  approaches.  We  believe 
another  viable  alternative  is  to  set  the 
hourly  limit  each  station  may  engage 
in  nonauction  fundraising  at  the 
number  of  hours  actually  contained  in 
a  particular  station’s  typical  broadcast 
week.  Additionally,  it  has  been  sug¬ 
gested  that  there  may  be  some  correla¬ 
tion  between  market  size  and  the 
number  of  hours  devoted  to 
fundraising.  Accordingly,  we  seek  com¬ 
ments  on  these  subjects. 

58.  The  Commission  asked  in  ques¬ 
tion  20  whether  its  Ohio  State  ruling 
proscribing  auctions  for  the  benefit  of 
nonlicensees  should  be  applied  to 
fundraising  drives  for  entities  other 
than  the  licensee  and  if  so,  what 
guidelines  should  be  applied.  As  noted 
above,  the  Commission  seriously  ques¬ 
tions  whether  the  diversion  of  sub¬ 
stantial  amounts  of  program  time  to 
raise  funds  for  purposes  unrelated  to 
the  mission  of  public  broadcasting, 
however  worthy,  is  consistent  with  the 
responsibilities  of  the  public  broad¬ 
caster.  Many  parties  commenting  on 
this  question  also  believed  that  this 
practice  is  contrary  to  the  goals  and 
purposes  of  public  broadcasting.  How¬ 
ever,  a  majority  of  the  commenting 
parties  found  the  practice  to  be  in  the 
public  interest.  Those  parties  support¬ 
ing  the  practice  generally  stated  that 
there  exist  a  number  of  worthwhile 
community  organizations  which  could 


Footnotes  continued  from  last  page 
risdiction  which  have  come  together  and 
formed  an  organization  to  construct  and  op¬ 
erate  a  noncommercial  educational  broad¬ 
cast  facility. 


greatly  benefit  from  broadcast  expo¬ 
sure  and  that  so  long  as  no  commercial 
aspects  are  present,  it  should  be 
within  the  licensee’s  discretion  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  programing  devoted 
to  these  organizations  is  in  the  public 
interest.  The  Commission  has  stead¬ 
fastly  maintained  that  it  is  the  broad¬ 
cast  licensee’s  obligation  to  determine 
what  programing  is  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  for  its  particular  community  and 
we  believe  that  Commission  preclusion 
of  fundraising  for  nonlicensee  entities, 
in  the  absence  of  commercial  or  com- 
mercial-like  matter,  conflicts  with  this 
principle.  Accordingly,  programing  of 
this  type  will  not  be  prohibited.  How¬ 
ever,  time  devoted  to  fundraising  for 
nonlicensee  entities  will  be  counted 
against  the  90-hour  yearly  maximum 
amount  of  time  proposed  for 
nonauction  fundraising  activities.  As 
noted  above,  the  fundraising  activity 
of  concern  here  is  that  which  occurs 
during  periods  of  suspended  program¬ 
ing  and  not  30-second  or  60-second  an¬ 
nouncements  urging  support  of 
fundraising  efforts  conducted  by 
nonlicensee  organizations  which  do 
not  involve  the  purchase  of  goods 
and/or  services:  i.e„  UGF,  March  of 
Dimes.  An  exception  to  the  proposed 
rule  will  be  included  to  make  this 
clear. 

59.  The  final  two  questions  posed  by 
the  Commission  in  the  notice  were 
what  guidelines  should  be  adopted  as 
to  acknowledging  entities  underwrit¬ 
ing  fundraising  activities  other  than 
auctions  (question  21)  and  wrhat,  in 
these  circumstances,  constitutes  an 
underwriter  (question  22)?  These  ques¬ 
tions  were  asked  because  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  present  rules  permit  identifica¬ 
tion  of  auction  supporters  but  make 
no  provision  for  identifying  supporters 
of  membership  drives  or  marathons. 
The  comments  almost  universally 
stated  that  while  fundraising  drives  of 
this  sort  receive  little  underwriting 
support,  to  the  extent  that  they  do, 
their  underwriters  should  be  treated 
as  those  for  auctions  are.  The  Com¬ 
mission  observes,  however,  that  there 
is  a  distinct  difference  between 
fundraising  by  auctions  and 
fundraising  by  other  methods:  namely, 
that  substantial  commercial  acknowl¬ 
edgement  to  auction  underwriters  is 
carried  out  under  exceptions  to  the 
Commission's  rules  permitting  com- 
mercial-like  activity  during  auction  pe¬ 
riods.  In  contrast,  no  such  exceptions 
are  applicable  to.  other  fundraising  ac¬ 
tivities.  Furthermore,  we  note  that  no 
rules  are  being  adopted  which  substan¬ 
tially  restrict  nonauction  fundraising 
activities,  at  least  in  part  because  of 
their  noncommercial  nature.  In  view 
of  these  facts,  the  Commission  is  not 
disposed  to  treat  underwriters  and 
supporters  of  nonauction  fundraising 
activities  similar  to  auction  underwrit¬ 


ers  and  supporters.  We  believe  that 
Hdentification  of  underwriters  or  sup¬ 
porters  of  nonauction  fundraising  ac¬ 
tivities  may  be  adequately  acknowl¬ 
edged  during  the  programing  breaks 
proposed  in  the  new  rule  for  acknowl¬ 
edging  general  cash  and  in-kind  con¬ 
tributors.  Licensees  are  free  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  value  a  contribution  must 
have  to  warrant  identification  except 
insofar  as  identification  is  required 
pursuant  to  section  317  of  the  act. 
Identification  shall  be  limited  to 
name-only,  subject  to  qualifications 
stated  in  §§73.503  and  73.621  of  the 
rules. 

60.  We  wish  to  mention  two  addi¬ 
tional  points.  Some  parties  suggested 
that  the  Commission  combine  notes  1 
and  2  to  §§  73.503  and  73.621,  which  re¬ 
spectively  deal  with  contributions  of  a 
specific  nature  and  those  of  a  general 
nature,  into  one  note  in  order  to  elimi¬ 
nate  confusion.  In  view  of  the  changes 
proposed  herein  which  place  addition¬ 
al  emphasis  on  differentiating  between 
contributions  of  a  specific  nature  and 
those  of  a  general  nature,  we  believe 
that  a  clear  separation  between  the  re¬ 
quirements  for  acknowledging  each 
category  is  appropriate.  However,  the 
Commission  believes  that  some  change 
in  the  rule’s  structure  is  called  for; 
namely,  that  all  five  notes  to  §§  73.503 
and  73.621  contain  substantive  matter 
and  should  be  incorporated  into  the 
body  of  the  rules.  “Notes”  to  the  rules 
should  generally  contain  “explana¬ 
tory”  material  and  we  will  endeavor  to 
confine  our  use  of  notes  for  that  pur¬ 
pose.  Accordingly,  we  propose  to 
redesignate  notes  1,  2,  3,  4,  and  5  to 
§73.503  as  subsections  (e),  (f).  (g),  (h), 
and  (i)  to  §73.503,  respectively.  Like¬ 
wise,  we  propose  to  designate  notes  1, 
2,  3,  4,  and  5  to  §  73.621  as  subsections 
(f).  (g),  (h).  (i),  and  (j)  to  §73.621,  re¬ 
spectively.  We  will  add  notes  to  both 
sections  of  the  rules  containing,  for 
the  most  part,  examples  of  permissible 
announcements. 

61.  We  are  also  occasionally  asked 
whether  licensees  of  noncommercial 
educational  facilities  operating  on  the 
AM  band  or  on  the  nonreserved  chan¬ 
nels  of  the  FM  and  TV  bands  must 
follow  §§73.503  and  73.621  of  the 
rules.  The  answer  to  this  question  is 
yes.  The  Commission’s  rules  and  poli¬ 
cies  applicable  to  commercial  and 
noncommercial  educational  stations 
differ  in  various  respects:  i.e.,  commu¬ 
nity  ascertainment,  hours  of  oper¬ 
ation,  and  licensees  operating  under 
authorizations  issued  pursuant  to  the 
licensing  procedures  adopted  for  the 
noncommercial  educational  broadcast 
service  must  conform  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  that  service. 

62.  Finally,  the  Commission  again 
notes  that,  in  addition  to  this  first 
report  and  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking,  it  has  today  adopted  a 
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notice  of  proposed  rulemaking,  BC 
Docket  No.  78-164,  looking  toward 
amendment  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
govening  the  eligibility  for 
noncommercial  educational  FM  and 
TV  broadcast  station  licenses.  Parties 
participating  in  this  proceeding  should 
consider  the  effect  the  matters  raised 
in  that  document  may  have  on  their 
comments  and  on  overall  Commission 
policies  regarding  regulation  of 
noncommercial  educational  broadcast¬ 
ing. 

63.  Accordingly,  it  is  proposed,  That 
§§73.503  and  73.621  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations,  be  amend¬ 
ed  as  indicated  in  appendix  B  attached 
hereto. 

64.  Pursuant  to  the  applicable  proce¬ 
dures  set  out  in  sections  1.415  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations, 
interested  parties  may  file  comments 
on  or  before  October  2, 1978,  and  reply 
comments  on  or  before  November  1, 
1978.  All  submissions  by  parties  to  this 
proceeding  or  persons  acting  on  behalf 
of  such  parties  must  be  made  in  writ¬ 
ten  comments,  reply  comments,  or 
other  appropriate  pleadings. 

65.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  section  1.419  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations,  an  original  and 
five  copies  of  all  comments  and  reply 
comments  or  other  documents  shall  be 
furnished  the  Commission.  Members 
of  the  general  public  who  wish  to  ex¬ 
press  their  interest  by  participating  in¬ 
formally  in  this  proceeding  may  do  so 
by  submitting  one  copy  of  their  com¬ 
ments,  without  regard  to  form,  pro¬ 
vided  the  docket  number  is  specified  in 
the  heading. 

66.  All  filings  made  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  will  be  available  for  examination 
by  interested  parties  during  regular 
business  hours  in  the  Commission’s 
Public  Reference  Room  at  its  head¬ 
quarters,  1919  M  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

67.  Authority  for  the  actions  taken  is 
contained  in  sections  2,  4(i),  301,  and 
303  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended. 

Federal  Communications 

Commission, 

William  J.  Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

Appendix  A 

PARTIES  FILING  COMMENTS 

[Appendix  A  has  been  deleted:  A 
copy  is  available  from  the  FCC  Secre¬ 
tary,  Room  222,  1919  M  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20554.] 

Appendix  B 

I.  It  is  proposed  to  amend  §  73.503  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  as  follows: 

(a)  It  is  proposed  to  amend 
§  73.503(d)  of  the  rules  by  the  addition 
of  the  following  bracketed  language: 


§  73.503  Licensing  requirements  and  service. 

•  *  *  •  • 

(d)  Each  station  shall  furnish  a  nonprofit 
and  noncommercial  broadcast  service. 
Noncommercial  educational  FM  broadcast 
stations  are  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
§  73.289  to  the  extent  they  are  applicable  to 
the  broadcast  of  programs  produced  by,  or 
at  the  expense  of,  or  furnished  by  others: 
however,  no  announcements  promoting  the 
sale  of  a  product  or  service  shall  be  broad¬ 
cast  in  connection  with  any  program 
[except  that:  (1)  announcements  regarding 
transitory  events  may  inform  the  audience 
of  facts  concerning  the  event’s  occurrence, 
i.e.,  time,  date,  place  and  nature  of  event, 
and  (2)  announcements  promoting  the  sale 
of  products  and  services  which  may  further 
an  understanding  and/or  appreciation  of  a 
particular  program  may  be  made  so  long  as 
the  cost  of  the  goods  and/or  services  pro¬ 
moted  is  nominal  and  neither  the  licensee, 
program  producer,  program  supplier  or  on- 
air  personality  has  a  financial  interest  in 
the  subject  goods  and/or  services.] 

(b)  It  is  proposed  to  redesignate  note 

1  to  §  73.503  of  the  rules  as  subsection 

(e)  to  §  73.503,  and  to  amend  that  note 
by  the  addition  of  the  following  brack¬ 
eted  language: 

Announcements  of  the  producing  or  fur¬ 
nishing  of  programs,  or  the  provision  of 
funds  for  their  production,  may  be  made  no 
more  than  twice,  at  the  opening  and  at  the 
close  of  any  program,  except  that:  (1) 
[where  a  program  lasts  12  minutes  or  less 
only  one  such  announcement,  at  either  the 
opening  or  close  of  the  program,  shall  be 
made  and,]  (2)  where  a  program  lasts  longer 
than  1  hour  an  announcement  may  be  made 
at  hourly  intervals  during  the  program,  (or 
at  a  natural  break  in  programing  as  close  to 
the  hour  as  feasible,]  if  the  last  such  an¬ 
nouncement  occurs  at  least  15  minutes 
before  the  announcement  at  the  close  of  the 
program.  (Remainder  of  subsection  un¬ 
changed.) 

(c)  It  is  proposed  to  redesignate  note 

2  to  §  73.503  of  the  rules  as  subsection 

(f )  to  §  73.503  and  to  amend  that  note 
by  deletion  of  the  following  language 
within  the  <  >  symbol  and  the  addi¬ 
tion  of  the  following  bracketed  lan¬ 
guage: 

Announcements  may  be  made  of  [any] 
general  [cash]  contributions  <of  a  substan¬ 
tial  nature  >  [and  of  any  in-kind  contribu¬ 
tions]  which  make  possible  the  broadcast  of 
programs  for  part,  or  all,  of  the  day’s  sched¬ 
ule.  Such  announcements  may  be  made  at 
the  opening  and  closing  of  the  day  or  seg¬ 
ment.  <  including  all  of  those  persons  or  or¬ 
ganizations  whose  contributions  are  making 
possible  the  broadcast  day  or  segment.  >  In 
addition,  one  such  <  general  >  contributor 
may  be  identified  once  <  during  >  each  hour 
of  the  day  or  segment,  [however,  no  contrib¬ 
utor  may  be  identified  in  an  hourly  an¬ 
nouncement  more  than  once  each  day.  Fur¬ 
ther,  licensees  may  set  aside  2  periods  each 
day,  of  up  to  2  minutes  each,  during  which 
such  contributors  may  be  identified.]  The 
provisions  of  <Note  1>  [subsection  (e)]  of 
this  section  as  to  permissible  contents  apply 
to  announcements  under  this  <note> 
subsection. 


(d)  It  is  proposed  to  redesignate  note 

3  to  §  73.503  of  the  rules  as  subsection 

(g)  to  §  73.503. 

(e)  It  is  proposed  to  redesignate  note 

4  to  §  73.503  of  the  rules  as  subsection 

(h)  to  §  73.503  and  to  amend  that  note 
by  the  deletion  of  the  following  lan¬ 
guage  within  the  <  >  symbol  and  ad¬ 
dition  of  the  following  bracketed  lan¬ 
guage: 

The  provisions  of  <  Notes  1  and  2> 
[subsections  (e)  and  (f)]  of  this  section  shall 
not  apply  during  the  broadcast  times  in 
which  "auctions'’  are  held  to  finance  station 
operation.  <  Credit  >  Announcements 
during  "auction”  broadcasts  [describing 
products  or  services  at  the  time  they  are 
being  auctioned]  may  identify  particular 
products  or  services,  [and  the  donor,]  but 
shall  not  include  promotion  of  products  or 
services  beyond  that  necessary  for  the  spe¬ 
cific  auction  purpose.  [Auction  underwriters 
may  be  acknowledged  through  aural  credits 
giving  the  name  of  the  underwriter  (and  a 
bona  fide  operating  division  if  appropriate) 
at  such  times  as  the  licensee  may  choose 
during  the  auction  period.  An  auction  un¬ 
derwriter  is  any  contributor  of  30  percent  or 
more,  in  money  or  goods  and  services,  to  one 
day's  necessary  auction  expenses.  Contribu¬ 
tors  of  money  or  goods  and  services  equal¬ 
ling  less  than  30  percent  of  one  day’s  neces¬ 
sary  auction  expense  may  be  identified 
during  auction  periods  pursuant  to 
subsection  73.503(f)  of  this  Part.  Auction  ac¬ 
tivity  may  be  broadcast  on  no  more  than  10 
days  each  calendar  year  and  no  more  than 
one-half  of  any  broadcast  day  may  contain 
auction  activity.  Proceeds  from  all  auction 
activity  must  be  retained  by  the  licensee  for 
use  in  connection  with  its  licensed  facilities, 
except  that  proceeds  derived  from  auction 
activity  by  one  licensee  may  be  used  to  sup¬ 
port  the  broadcast  activities  of  a  commonly 
owned  station  or  licensee.  Over-the-air  auc¬ 
tion  activity  conducted  by  parties  other 
than  licensee  are  permitted  so  long  as  all 
proceeds,  less  reasonable  administrative  ex¬ 
penses  related  to  the  conduct  of  the  auc¬ 
tion,  go  to  the  licensee  for  use  in  connection 
with  the  licensee’s  licensed  facilities.] 

(f)  It  is  proposed  to  redesignate  note 

5  to  §  73.503  of  the  rules  as  subsection 

(i)  to  §  73.503. 

(g)  It  is  proposed  to  add  a  subsection 

(j)  to  §73.503  of  the  rules  to  read  as 
follows: 

On-air  fund-raising  activities,  excluding 
auctions,  conducted  for  the  benefit  of 
noncommercial  educational  broadcast  li¬ 
censees  or  others  may  not  consume  more 
than  ninety  (90)  broadcast  hours  in  any  one 
calendar  year.  Broadcast  announcements  of 
sixty  (60)  seconds  or  less  urging  support  of 
fund-raising  efforts  conducted  by 
nonlicensee  organizations  not  involving  the 
purchase  of  goods  and/or  services  shall  not 
be  counted  in  computing  hours  devoted  to 
fund-raising  activity  sanctioned  by  this 
subsection. 

II.  It  is  proposed  to  add  the  follow¬ 
ing  notes  to  §73.503  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules: 

Note  1.— The  following  example  an¬ 
nouncements  regarding  the  availability  of 
products  and  services  contain  language 
which  will  not  be  considered  to  promote  the 
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sale  of  products  and  services  inconsistent 
with  §  73.503(d)  of  the  rules: 

(a)  “The  First  Unity  Church  at  111  Smith 
Street  is  having  its  annual  bake  sale  June  10 
through  12  between  the  hours  of  10:00  a.m. 
and  5:00  p.m.” 

(b)  "The  Robert  Jones  Band  will  be  ap¬ 
pearing  in  concert  at  the  University  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  on  Saturday  night,  April  15  at  8:00 
p.m.  Admission  charge  required.  For  ticket 
information  call  111-2222.” 

(c)  “The  Oakton  Community  Theatre 
Players  are  putting  on  a  series  of  ten  two- 
act  plays  featuring  the  works  of  John 
Smith.  For  time  and  ticket  information  call 
111-2222.” 

(d)  “Mason  University  has  announced  a 
ten  week  special  course  in  modem  computer 
technology.  The  course  will  meet  for  one 
hour  on  Tuesday  and  Friday  night  at  8:00 
p.m.  beginning  May  1,  1978.  The  course  text 
book  will  be  “Today’s  Computers”  by  James 
Jones.  For  further  information  call  111- 
2222.” 

The  following  example  announcements  re¬ 
garding  the  availability  of  products  and 
service  contain  language  which  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  to  promote  the  sale  of  products  and 
services  in  a  manner  inconsistent  with  Sec¬ 
tion  73.503(d)  of  the  rules: 

(a)  “The  First  Unity  Church,  at  111  Smith 
Street,  is  having  its  annual  bake  sale  June 
10  through  12  between  the  hours  of  10:00 
a.m.  and  5:00  p.m.  This  annual  event  is 
known  for  an  unusually  wide  variety  in 
baked  goods  ranging  in  price  from  one 
dollar  to  ten  dollars.” 

(b)  “The  Robert  Jones  Band  will  be  ap¬ 
pearing  in  concert  at  the  University  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  on  Saturday  night,  April  5th  at  8:00 
p.m.  Tickets  at  $4,  $6  and  $8.  For  additional 
information  call  111-2222.” 

(c)  “The  Oakton  Community  Theatre 
Players  are  putting  on  a  series  of  ten  two- 
act  plays  featuring  the  work  of  John  Smith. 
You  will  want  to  get  your  tickets  soon  in 
order  not  to  miss  these  new  plays  by  this 
always  excellent  amateur  group.  For  time 
and  ticket  information  call  111-2222.” 

(d)  “Mason  University  has  announced  a 
ten  week  special  course  in  modem  computer 
technology.  The  course  will  meet  for  one 
hour  on  Tuesday  and  Friday  evenings  at 
8:00  p.m.  beginning  May  1,  1978.  The  course 
text  book  will  be  “Today’s  Computers”  by 
James  Jones  and  may  be  purchased  for 
$11.95.  For  further  information  call  111- 
2222.” 

Note  2.— Advertisements  and/or  commer¬ 
cial  matters  broadcast  within  educational, 
instructional  or  informational  programs  for 
illustrative  purposes  in  demonstrating  or  de¬ 
scribing  particular  problems  or  subjects 
being  discussed  or  considered  are  not  pro¬ 
hibited  by  the  requirements  of  Section 
73.503(d)  of  this  Part. 

Note  3.— Broadcast  announcements  identi¬ 
fying  the  name  and/or  location  of  a  particu¬ 
lar  business  establishment  from  which  pro¬ 
graming  for  fund-raising  purposes  is  origi¬ 
nating.  and  broadcast  announcements 
urging  viewers  or  listeners  to  visit  a  particu¬ 
lar  business  establishment  from  which  pro¬ 
graming  for  fund-raising  purposes  is  origi¬ 
nating,  are  prohibited. 

Note  4.— The  following  are  examples  of 
announcements  regarding  the  sale  of  pro¬ 
gram  related  materials  which  will  be 
deemed  consistent  with  §  73.503(d)  of  the 
Commission's  Rules: 


(a)  “For  a  transcript  of  the  preceeding 
program  send  50  cents  to  ABC  Press,  804 
Elm  Street.” 

(b)  “For  a  booklet  on  additional  ways  to 
improve  your  home  insulation  send  90  cents 
to  Box  100,  Government  Printing  Office, 
Washington,  D.C.” 

(c)  “A  complete  bibliography  on  the 
writings  of  Patrick  Henry  and  Benjamin 
Franklin  may  be  obtained  by  sending  99 
cents  to  the  Revolutionary  War  Foundation, 
Box  100,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania.” 

(d)  "For  ideas  on  flower  arrangements 
similar  to  those  discussed  in  the  preceding 
broadcast  of  ‘Jones’  Flower  Shop’  send  50 
cents  and  a  self-addressed  stamped  envelope 
to  Botanical  Gardens,  Box  100,  Washington, 
D.C.” 

The  following  are  examples  of  announce¬ 
ments  regarding  the  sale  of  program  related 
materials  which  will  be  deemed  inconsistent 
with  Section  73.503(d)  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules: 

(a)  “For  a  booklet  on  additional  ways  to 
improve  your  home  insulation,  send  $2.00  to 
Box  100,  Government  Printing  Office, 
Washington,  D.C.” 

(b)  "For  ideas  on  flower  arrangements 
similar  to  those  discussed  in  the  preceding 
broadcast  of  ‘Jones’  Flower  Shop’,  get  Mr. 
Jones'  new  book  at  most  fine  garden  stores.” 

Note  5.— The  limitations  on  credit  an¬ 
nouncements  for  in-kind  contribution  im¬ 
posed  by  Section  73.503(f)  shall  not  apply  to 
program  material  for  which  production  was 
completed  prior  to - . 

III.  It  is  proposed  to  amend  §  73.621 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  as  follows: 

(a)  It  is  proposed  to  amend 
§  73.621(e)  of  the  rules  by  the  deletion 
of  the  following  language  within  the 
<  >  symbol  and  the  addition  of  the 
following  bracketed  language: 

§73.621  [Amended] 


(e)  Each  station  shall  furnish  a  nonprofit 
and  noncommercial  broadcast  service. 
< However  >  Noncommercial  educational 
television  stations  shall,  be  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  §73.654  to  the  extent  that 
they  are  applicable  to  the  broadcast  of  pro¬ 
grams  produced  by,  or  at  the  expense  of,  or 
furnished  by  others.  <except  that>  Howev¬ 
er  no  announcements  (visual  or  aural)  pro¬ 
moting  the  sale  of  a  product  or  service  shall 
be  broadcast  in  connection  with  any  pro¬ 
gram  [except  that:  (1)  announcements  re¬ 
garding  transitory  events  may  inform  the 
audience  of  facts  concerning  the  events’  oc¬ 
currence,  i.e.,  time,  date,  place  and  nature  of 
event,  and  (2)  announcements  promoting 
the  sale  of  products  and  services  which  may 
further  an  understanding  and/or  apprecia¬ 
tion  of  a  particular  program  may  be  made 
so  long  as  the  cost  of  the  goods  and/or  ser¬ 
vices  promoted  is  nominal  and  neither  the 
licensee,  program  producer,  program  suppli¬ 
er  or  on-air  personality  has  a  financial  inter¬ 
est  in  the  subject  goods  and/or  services.] 
<  Provided,  however,  >  [It  is  further  pro¬ 
vided]  that  where  a  sponsor’s  name  or  prod¬ 
uct  appears  on  the  visual  image  during  the 
course  of  a  simultaneous  or  rebroadcast  pro¬ 
gram  either  on  the  backdrop  or  in  similar 
form,  the  portions  of  the  program  showing 
such  information  need  not  be  deleted. 

(b)  It  is  proposed  to  redesignate  note 
1  to  §  73.621  of  the  rules  as  subsection 


(f )  to  §  73.621,  and  to  amend  that  Note 
by  the  addition  of  the  following  brack¬ 
eted  language: 

Announcements  of  the  producing  or  fur¬ 
nishing  of  programs,  or  the  provision  of 
funds  for  their  production,  may  be  made  no 
more  than  twice,  at  the  opening  and  at  the 
close  of  any  program,  except  that:  (1) 
[where  a  program  lasts  twelve  minutes  or 
less  only  one  such  announcement,  at  either 
the  opening  or  close  of  the  program,  shall 
be  made  and,]  (2)  where  a  program  lasts 
longer  than  one  hour  an  announcement 
may  be  made  at  hourly  intervals  during  the 
program,  [or  at  a  natural  break  in  program¬ 
ing  as  close  to  the  hour  as  feasible,]  if  the 
last  such  announcement  occurs  at  least  15 
minutes  before  the  announcement  at  the 
close  of  the  program  (Remainder  of 
subsection  unchanged.) 

(c)  It  is  proposed  to  redesignate  note 

2  to  §  73.621  of  the  rules  as  subsection 

(g)  to  §  73.621  and  to  amend  that  Note 
by  deletion  of  the  following  language 
within  the  <  >  symbol  and  addition  of 
the  following  bracketed  language: 

Announcements  may  be  made  of  [any] 
general  [cash]  contributions  <of  a  substan¬ 
tial  nature  >  [and  of  any  in-kind  contribu¬ 
tions]  which  make  possible  the  broadcast  of 
programs  for  part,  or  all,  of  the  day’s  sched¬ 
ule.  Such  announcements  may  be  made  at 
the  opening  and  closing  of  the  day  or  seg¬ 
ment.  <  including  all  of  these  persons  or  or¬ 
ganizations  whose  contributions  are  making 
possible  the  broadcast  day  or  segment.  >  In 
addition,  one  such  <  general  >  contributor 
may  be  identified  once  during  each  hour  of 
the  day  or  segment,  [however,  no  contribu¬ 
tor  may  be  identified  in  an  hourly  an¬ 
nouncement  more  than  once  each  day.  Fur¬ 
ther,  licensees  may  set  aside  two  periods,  of 
up  to  two  minutes  each,  during  which  such 
contributions  may  be  identified.]  The  provi¬ 
sions  of  <Note  1>  [subsection  (f)]  of  this 
section  as  to  permissible  contents  apply  to 
announcements  under  this  <note> 
subsection. 

(d)  It  is  proposed  to  redesignate  note 

3  to  §  73.621  of  the  rules  as  subsection 

(h)  to  §73.621. 

(e)  It  is  proposed  to  redesignate  note 

4  to  §  73.621  of  the  rules  as  subsection 

(i)  to  §73.621  and  to  amend  that  Note 
by  the  deletion  of  the  following  lan¬ 
guage  within  the  <  >  symbol  and  ad¬ 
dition  of  the  following  bracketed  lan¬ 
guage: 

The  provisions  of  <  Notes  1  and  2> 
[subsections  (f)  and  (g)]  of  this  section  shall 
not  apply  during  the  broadcast  times  in 
which  “auctions”  are  held  to  finance  station 
operation.  <  Credit  >  Announcements 
during  “auction”  broadcasts  [describing 
products  or  services  at  the  time  they  are 
being  auctioned]  may  identify  particular 
products  or  services,  [and  the  name  of  the 
donor,]  but  shall  not  include  promotion  of 
products  or  services  beyond  that  necessary 
for  the  specific  auction  purpose.  Visual  ex¬ 
posure  may  be  given  to  a  display  in  the  auc¬ 
tion  area  including  the  underwriter's  name 
and  trademark,  and  product  or  service  or  a 
representation  thereof.  [An  auction  under¬ 
writer  is  any  contributor  of  30  percent  or 
more,  in  money  or  goods  and  services,  to  one 
day’s  necessary  auction  expense.  Contribu- 
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tors  of  money  or  goods  and  services  equal¬ 
ling  less  than  30  percent  of  one  day’s  neces¬ 
sary  auction  expense  may  be  identified 
during  auction  periods  pursuant  to 
§  73.621(g)  of  this  Part.  Auction  activity  may 
be  broadcast  on  no  more  than  ten  days  each 
calendar  year  and  no  more  than  one-half  of 
any  broadcast  day  may  contain  auction  ac¬ 
tivity.  Proceeds  from  all  auction  activity 
must  be  retained  by  the  licensee  for  use  in 
connection  with  its  licensed  facilities,  except 
that  proceeds  derived  from  auction  activity 
by  one  licensee  may  be  used  to  support  the 
broadcast  activities  of  a  commonly  owned 
station  or  licensee.  Over-the-air  auction  ac¬ 
tivity  conducted  by  parties  other  than  li¬ 
censee  are  permitted  so  long  as  all  proceeds, 
less  reasonable  administrative  expenses  re¬ 
lated  to  the  conduct  of  the  auction,  go  to 
the  licensee  for  use  in  connection  with  the 
licensee’s  licensed  facilities.} 

(f)  It  is  proposed  to  redesignate  note 
5  to  §  73.621  of  the  rules  as  subsection 

(j)  to  §73.621. 

(g)  It  is  proposed  to  add  a  subsection 

(k)  to  §73.621  of  the  rules  to  read  as 
follows: 

On-air  fund-raising  activities,  excluding 
auctions,  conducted  for  the  benefit  of 
noncommercial  educational  broadcast  li¬ 
censees  or  others  may  not  consume  more 
than  ninety  (90)  broadcast  hours  in  any  one 
calendar  year.  Broadcast  announcements  of 
sixty  (60)  seconds  or  less  urging  support  of 
fund-raising  efforts  conducted  by  non-li¬ 
censee  organizations  not  involving  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  goods  and/or  services  shall  not  be 
counted  in  computing  hours  devoted  to 
fund-raising  activity  sanctioned  by  this 
subsection. 

IV.  It  is  proposed  to  add  the  follow¬ 
ing  notes  to  §73.621  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules: 

Note  1.— The  following  are  examples  of 
announcements  regarding  the  availability  of 
products  and  services  which  contain  lan¬ 
guage  which  will  not  be  considered  to  pro¬ 
mote  the  sale  of  products  and  services  in¬ 
consistent  with  Section  73.621(e)  of  the 
rules: 

(a)  “The  First  Unity  Church  at  111  Smith 
Street  is  having  its  annual  bake  sale  June  10 
through  12  between  the  hours  of  10:00  a.m. 
and  5:00  p.m.” 

(b)  “The  Robert  Jones  Band  will  be  ap¬ 
pearing  in  concert  at  the  University  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  on  Saturday  night.  April  15  at  8:00 
p.m.  Admission  charge  required.  For  ticket 
Information  call  111-2222.” 

(c)  “The  Oakton  Community  Theatre 
Players  are  putting  on  a  series  of  ten  two- 
act  plays  featuring  the  works  of  John 
Smith.  For  time  and  ticket  information  call 
111-2222.” 

(d)  "Mason  University  has  announced  a 
ten  week  special  course  in  modem  computer 
technology.  The  course  will  meet  for  one 
hour  on  Tuesday  and  Friday  night  at  8:00 
p.m.  beginning  May  1,  1978.  The  course  text 
book  will  be  “Today’s  Computers”  by  James 
Jones.  For  further  information  call  Ul- 
2222.” 

The  following  are  examples  of  announce¬ 
ments  regarding  the  availability  of  products 
and  service  which  contain  language  which 
will  be  considered  to  promote  the  sale  of 
products  and  services  in  a  manner  inconsist¬ 
ent  with  §  73.621(e)  of  the  rules: 


(a)  “The  First  Unity  Church,  at  1 1 1  Smith 
Street,  is  having  its  annual  bake  sale  June 
10  through  12  between  the  hours  of  10:00 
a.m.  and  5:00  p.m.  This  annual  event  is 
known  for  an  unusually  wide  variation  in 
baked  goods  ranging  in  price  from  one 
dollar  to  ten  dollars.” 

(b)  “The  Robert  Jones  Band  will  be  ap¬ 
pearing  in  concert  at  the  University  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  on  Saturday  night,  April  5th  at  8:00 
p.m.  Tickets  at  $4,  $6  and  $8.  For  additional 
information  call  111-2222.” 

(c)  “The  Oakton  Community  Theatre 
Players  are  putting  on  a  series  of  ten  two- 
act  plays  featuring  the  work  of  John  Smith. 
You  will  want  to  get  your  tickets  soon  in 
order  not  to  miss  these  new  plays  by  this 
always  excellent  amateur  group.  For  time 
and  ticket  information  call  111-2222.” 

(d)  “Mason  University  has  announced  a 
ten  week  special  course  in  modern  computer 
technology.  The  course  will  meet  for  one 
hour  on  Tuesday  and  Friday  evenings  at 
8:00  p.m.  beginning  May  1,  1978.  The  course 
text  book  will  be  "Today’s  Computers"  by 
James  Jones  and  may  be  purchased  for 
$11.95.  For  further  information  call  Ul- 
2222.” 

Note  2.— Advertisements  and/or  commer¬ 
cial  matter  broadcast  within  educational. 
Instructional  or  informational  programs  for 
illustrative  purposes  in  demonstrating  or  de¬ 
scribing  particular  problems  or  subjects 
being  discussed  or  considered  are  not  pro¬ 
hibited  by  the  requirements  of  §  73.621(e)  of 
this  part. 

Note  3.— Broadcast  announcements  identi¬ 
fying  the  name  and/or  location  of  a  particu¬ 
lar  business  establishment  from  which  pro¬ 
graming  for  fund-raising  purposes  is  origi¬ 
nating,  and  broadcast  announcements 
urging  viewers  or  listeners  to  visit  a  particu¬ 
lar  business  establishment  from  which  pro¬ 
graming  for  fund-raising  purposes  is  origi¬ 
nating,  are  prohibited. 

Note  4.— The  following  are  examples  of 
announcements  regarding  the  sale  of  pro¬ 
gram  related  materials  which  will  be 
deemed  consistent  with  §  73.621(e)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules: 

(a)  “For  a  transcript  of  the  preceeding 
program  send  50  cents  to  ABC  Press,  804 
Elm  Street.” 

(b)  “For  a  booklet  on  additional  ways  to 
improve  your  home  insulation  send  90  cents 
to  Box  100,  Government  Printing  Office, 
Washington,  D.C.” 

(c)  “A  complete  bibliography  on  the 
writings  of  Patrick  Henry  and  Benjamin 
Franklin  may  be  obtained  by  sending  99 
cents  to  the  Revolutionary  War  Foundation, 
Box  100,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania.” 

(d)  “For  ideas  on  flower  arrangements 
similar  to  those  discussed  in  the  preceding 
broadcast  of  ‘Jones’  Flower  Shop'  send  50 
cents  and  a  self-addressed  stamped  envelope 
to  Botanical  Gardens,  Box  100,  Washington, 
D.C.” 

The  following  are  examples  of  announce¬ 
ments  regarding  the  sale  of  program  related 
materials  which  will  be  deemed  inconsistent 
with  §  73.621(e)  of  the  Commission's  Rules: 

(a)  “For  a  booklet  on  additional  ways  to 
improve  your  home  insulation,  send  $2.00  to 
Box  100,  Government  Printing  Office, 
Washington,  D.C.” 

(b)  “For  ideas  on  flower  arrangements 
similar  to  those  discussed  in  the  preceding 
broadcast  of  ‘Jones’  Flower  Shop’,  get  Mr. 
Jones',  new  book  at  most  fine  garden  stores.” 

Note  5.— The  limitations  on  credit  an¬ 
nouncements  for  in-kind  contribution  im¬ 


posed  by  {73.621(g)  shall  not  apply  to  pro¬ 
gram  material  for  which  production  was 

completed  prior  to - . 

[FR  Doc.  78-20193  Fit-n  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 

[7035-01] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[49  CFR  Poms  1047,  1082] 

MOTOR  TRANSPORTATION  OF  PROPERTY  IN- 
CIDENTAL  TO  TRANSPORTATION  BY  AIR¬ 
CRAFT 

AGENCY:  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission. 

ACTION:  Notice  t  but  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Bureau  of  E<  onomics  has  com¬ 
pleted  its  report  in  t  his  matter. 

SUMMARY:  The  Bureau  of  Econom¬ 
ics  has,  at  the  Commission’s  direction, 
developed  data  regarding  the  motor 
transportation  of  property  incidental 
to  transportation  by  aircraft.  This  in¬ 
formation  is  contained  in  a  report  en¬ 
titled  “Air  Terminal  Areas  and  the 
Intermodal  Movement  of  Air  Cargo,” 
issued  in  July  1978.  The  Bureau’s 
report  has  been  submitted  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  is  a  part  of  the  formal 
record  in  this  proceeding. 

DATES:  Comments  are  invited  on  the 
report  and  should  be  submitted  to  the 
Commission  on  or  before  August  21, 
1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  report 
can  be  obtained  from  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20423. 
Submit  comments  to  the  address 
above. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Robert  G.  Rhodes,  202-275-7684.  Mi¬ 
chael  Erenberg,  202-275-7292. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  INFORMATION: 
This  proceeding  was  instituted  by  a 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
May  25,  1977,  at  42  FR  26667.  The 
Commission  is  exploring  the  feasibility 
of  redefining  the  term  “air  terminal 
area”  and  expanding  existing  air  ter¬ 
minal  areas.  A  subsequent  notice  ap¬ 
peared  in  the  Federal  Register  March 
3,  1978,  43  FR  8817  indicating  that  the 
Bureau  of  Economics  would  prepare  a 
report  based  on  available  economic 
data  concerning  this  matter  and  that’ 
the  public  would  be  invited  to  com¬ 
ment  on  the  report.  The  comments  re¬ 
ceived  will  also  be  made  part  of  the 
record  in  this  proceeding. 

By  the  Commission,  Chairman 
O’Neal. 
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Decided  July  13.  1978. 

Nancy  L.  Wilson, 
Acting  Secretary. 
[PR  Doc.  78-19989  Piled  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-55] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
[50CFR  Part  23] 

STATUS  OF  NATIVE  SPECIES  PROTECTED  BY 

THE  ENDANGERED  SPECIES  CONVENTION 

Extension  of  Comment  Period 

AGENCY:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Extension  of  time. 

SUMMARY:  The  period  for  public 
comment  on  the  Service’s  advance 
notice  of  potential  rulemaking  con¬ 
cerning  the  survey  of  the  status  of 
native  species  listed  on  appendices  I 
and  II  of  the  Convention  is  extended 
to  August  15,  1978. 

DATES:  The  Service  will  consider  all 
comments  received  by  August  15,  1978. 

ADDRESSES:  Please  send  comments 
to  the  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Federal  Wildlife  Permit 
Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Dr.  Richard  L.  Jachowski,  Federal 

Wildlife  Permit  Office,  U.S.  Fish  and 

Wildlife  Service,  Washington,  D.C. 

20240,  phone  202-254-8100. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
In  the  Federal  Register  of  May  3, 
1978  (43  FR  19176),  the  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  published  an  advance 
notice  of  potential  rulemaking  where¬ 
in  it  was  stated  that  the  Service  was 
surveying  the  status  of  all  species  of 
wildlife  native  to  the  United  States 
that  are  listed  in  appendices  I  and  II 
of  the  Endangered  Species  Conven¬ 
tion.  This  was  for  the  purpose  of  pre¬ 
paring  any  necessary  formal  proposals 
to  be  considered  at  the  second  meeting 
of  the  conference  of  the  parties. 

The  advance  notice  summarized  the 
preliminary  results  of  the  U.S.  survey 
and  invited  the  public  to  supply  infor¬ 
mation  that  would  assist  the  Service  in 
determining  the  status  of  certain 
native  wildlife  species.  It  was  to  have 
considered  all  comments  received  by 
July  3.  1978. 

In  a  communication  from  the  Secre¬ 
tariat  dated  June  9,  1978,  it  is  stated 
that  the  date  by  which  a  party  may 
submit  a  formal  proposed  amendment 
to  appendix  I  or  II  is  October  28,  1978. 
In  the  advance  notice  of  May  23,  1978, 
it  was  stated  that  such  proposals  were 
to  have  been  submitted  by  August  15, 
1978.  In  light  of  the  new  October  28 
date,  the  Service  believes  that  addi¬ 
tional  time  for  public  comment  on  the 


May  3,  1978,  advance  notice  would 
serve  the  interests  of  the  Convention 
and  possibly  provide  additional  infor¬ 
mation  upon  which  the  Service  can 
base  any  formal  proposals. 

Upon  consideration  of  the 
aforegoing,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Service  will  consider  all  comments 
received  by  August  15,  1978,  with 
regard  to  its  advanced  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  which  appeared  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  May  3,  1978. 

Dated:  July  17,  1978. 

Harold  J.  O’Connor, 
Deputy  Associate  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20196  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 

[3510-22] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

[50  CFR  Part  611] 

FOREIGN  FISHING 

Proposed  Rulemaking 

AGENCY:  National  Oceanic  and  At¬ 
mospheric  Administration,  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule  amendment. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  proposes 
an  amendment  to  the  foreign  fishing 
regulations  governing  the  harvest  of 
short-finned  squid  (Illex)  and  the 
southern  New  England-middle  Atlan¬ 
tic  silver  hake  stock  in  the  northwest¬ 
ern  Atlantic  Ocean.  This  amendment 
serves  two  purposes:  (1)  To  increase 
the  by-catch  allocations  of  short- 
finned  squid  and  the  southern  New 
England-middle  Atlantic  silver  hake 
stock,  and  (2)  to  provide  additional 
short-finned  squid  to  the  directed  for¬ 
eign  squid  fisheries.  This  amendment 
increases  the  allocation  of  short- 
finned  squid  to  the  foreign  fisheries  by 
5,500  metric  tons  (mt),  increases  the 
optimum  yield  for  the  southern  New 
England-middle  Atlantic  silver  hake 
stock  by  5,000  mt,  and  increases  the 
foreign  allocation  of  the  silver  hake 
stock  by  5,000  mt.  Other  provisions  of 
the  1978  preliminary  fishery  manage¬ 
ment  plans  (PMP's)  and  implementing 
regulations  remain  as  they  were. 

DATE:  Comments  are  invited  until 
August  4,  1978. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to  the  As¬ 
sistant  Administrator  For  Fisheries, 
National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C. 
20235.  Please  mark  “Comments  on 
short-finned  squid  and  silver  hake”  on 
the  outside  of  the  envelope. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  William  G.  Gordon,  Director, 

Northeast  Regional  Office,  National 

Marine  Fisheries  Service,  14  Elm 


Street,  Federal  Building,  Gloucester, 

Mass.  01930.  telephone  617-281-3600. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  foreign  fishing  regulations  for 
1978  (50  CFR  611,  42  FR  60682.  No¬ 
vember  28,  1977)  established  the  initial 
total  allowable  level  of  foreign  fishing 
(TALFF)  for  short-finned  squid  at 
23,500  mt,  and  the  southern  New  Eng- 
land-middle  Atlantic  stock  of  silver 
hake  (areas  1  through  4)  at  12,600  mt. 

The  1978  foreign  fishing  regulations 
(section  611.20)  stated  that  the  opti¬ 
mum  yield  (OY)  for  each  fishery  will 
be  reassessed  “not  later  than  May  of 
1978”  and  that  “as  soon  as  possible” 
after  June  15  the  U.S.  harvesting  ca¬ 
pacity  will  be  reassessed.  Th$  regula¬ 
tions  also  stated:  “Adjustments  in  OY. 
U.S.  estimated  harvest,  and  initial 
TALFF’s  will  be  considered  based  on 
updated  information  relating  to  status 
of  stocks,  estimated  and  actual  per¬ 
formance  of  domestic  and  foreign 
fleets  in  current  and  prior  years,  and 
other  relevant  factors.” 

The  National  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice  (NMFS)  reassessed  all  of  the  fish¬ 
eries  covered  by  PMP’s  in  the  north¬ 
western  Atlantic  Ocean  and  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  OY  for  this  stock  of 
silver  hake  should  be  increased  5,000 
mt  from  33,200  mt  to  38,200  mt. 

The  National  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice  also  surveyed  all  known  active  pro¬ 
cessors  of  squid  in  the  Northeast  con¬ 
cerning  this  1978  desired  squid  pack 
and  determined  that  the  original  esti¬ 
mate  of  1978  U.S.  harvesting  capacity 
for  short-finned  (Illex)  squid  was  too 
high.  The  Assistant  Administrator  has 
determined  that  the  estimated  1978 
U.S.  harvesting  capacity  for  short- 
finned  squid  should  be  reduced  5,500 
mt,  from  11,500  mt  to  6,000  mt. 

The  Assistant  Administrator  has  fur¬ 
ther  determined  that  the  5,000  mt  sur¬ 
plus  of  silver  hake,  and  the  5,500  mt 
surplus  of  short-finned  squid,  should 
be  added  to  the  TALFF’s.  This  action 
is  consistent  with  the  purpose  and 
intent  of  the  FCMA  which  specifies 
that  the  difference  between  the  OY 
and  the  estimated  U.S.  harvesting  ca¬ 
pacity  shall  be  designated  as  the 
TALFF. 

During  the  1978  fishing  season,  it 
became  apparent  that  some  of  the 
silver  hake  allocations  to  foreign  na¬ 
tions  were  too  small.  Several  foreign 
nations  were  in  danger  of  having  their 
directed  fisheries  stopped  before  they 
reached  their  allocations  in  those  fish¬ 
eries  because  they  had  nearly  attained 
their  silver  hake  allocations.  In  Febru¬ 
ary,  1978,  Italy  was  stopped  from  fur¬ 
ther  fishing  in  the  U.S.  fishery  conser¬ 
vation  zone  of  the  northwestern  At¬ 
lantic  Ocean  because  it  had  exceeded 
its  allocation  for  silver  hake.  Some 
concerned  nations  have  asked  that 
their  silver  hake  allocations  be  in¬ 
creased  so  that  they  might  attain  their 
allocations  in  their  directed  fisheries. 
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The  purpose  of  this  proposed 
amendment  to  the  foreign  fishing  reg¬ 
ulations  is  to  provide  (a)  an  increase  of 
5,000  mt  in  allocations  of  the  southern 
New  England-middle  Atlantic  silver 
hake  stock,  and  (b)  an  increase  in  allo¬ 
cated  by-catch  of  short-finned  squid 
an  increase  in  the  allocations  of  short- 
finned  squid  for  directed  fishing  by 
foreign  nations. 

The  Assistant  Administrator  has 
made  the  following  determinations: 

(a)  The  proposed  changes  require  no 
separate  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  (EIS)  because  these  measures 
will  cause  no  significant  adverse 
impact  on  either  the  fisheries  re¬ 
sources  or  the  environment.  For  the 
hake  fisheries,  a  draft  EIS  was  filed 
with  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  on  October  29,  1976,  a  final 
EIS  was  filed  on  February  4,  1977,  a 
draft  supplement  to  the  final  EIS  was 
filed  on  September  2,  1977,  and  a  final 
supplement  to  the  final  EIS  was  filed 
on  November  23, 1977. 

Cb)  This  amendment  does  not  re¬ 
quire  the  preparation  of  a  regulatory 
impact  analysis. 

(c)  There  is  good  cause  to  implement 
these  regulations  after  a  public  com¬ 
ment  period  of  15  days  for  the  follow¬ 
ing  reasons:  (i)  The  supplements  to 
the  final  EIS’s  stated  that  the  results 
of  the  reassessments  of  OY,  U.S.  Har¬ 
vesting  capacity,  and  TALFF  would  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  for 
a  15-day  public  comment  period.  Upon 
the  expiration  of  the  public  comment 
period,  the  revisions  will  be  put  into 
effect  by  publishing  in  the  Federal 
Register  any  appropriate  modifica¬ 
tions  to  the  PMP  and  the  foreign  fish¬ 
ing  regulations;  (ii)  These  amend¬ 
ments  will  have  no  adverse  impacts  on 
the  fisheries  resources,  the  environ¬ 
ment,  the  U.S.  fishing  industry,  or  on 
the  fisheries  of  foreign  nations;  (iii) 
The  foreign  fleets  will  be  unable  to 
harvest  their  allocations  in  their  di¬ 
rected  fisheries  if  they  first  fill  their 
silver  hake  allocations;  (iv)  Short- 
finned  squid  are  harvested  near  the 
end  of  their  life  cycle  (about  18 
months);  delaying  harvest  of  the  sur¬ 
plus  would  result  in  a  waste  of  this  re¬ 
source;  and  (v)  Failure  to  make  sur¬ 
plus  resources  available  to  foreign  na¬ 
tions  within  a  reasonable  time  is  not  in 
keeping  with  the  purpose  and  intent 
of  the  FCMA. 

The  Assistant  Administrator  has  ap¬ 
proved  this  document  pursuant  to  del¬ 
egation  of  authority  from  the  Secre¬ 
tary. 


Signed  in  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
14th  day  of  July,  1978. 


Section  611.20  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  Table  1  of  paraghraph  (c)  as  fol¬ 
lows: 


2.  Section  611.50  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  paragraph  (b)(2)  as  follows: 

§611.50  Northwest  Atlantic  Ocean  Fish¬ 
ery. 

(5)  •  •  • 

(2)  The  TALFF’s  for  red  hake  and 
silver  hake  are  divided  between  Area  5 
and  the  other  four  areas  as  follows: 


§611.20  Total  allowable  level  of  foreign 
fishing. 


(c)  The  following  table  lists  the 
TALFF’s  be  species  and  ocean  areas 
for  1978: 


• 

• 

• 

Silver 

Red 

hake 

hake 

Areas  1  through  4 . 

. .  17.600 

12.900 

Area  5 . . . 

.  32,800 

14.500 

Total .  . 

_  50,400 

27,400 

*  * 

•  * 

* 

[FR  Doc.  78-20113  Piled  7-19-78;  8:45  ami 


Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 
Associate  Director, 
National  Marine  Fisheries. 


Table  I 


Species  code 

Species 

Ocean  area 

Initial  U.S. 

TALFF  capacity 

(metric  tons)  review  date 

212 . 

Northwest  Atlantic . 

4,000 

June  15 

105 . 

. do . 

27,400 

Do. 

104 . 

. do . 

50,400 

Do. 

309 . 

. do . 

500 

Do. 

204 . 

1.200 

Do. 

499 . 

■46.800 

Do. 

502 . 

. do . 

19.000 

Do. 

504 . 

29.000 

Do. 

002  and  003 . 

Northeast  Pacific 

'90 

July  31 

009 . 

yellowfin  sole. 

(California,  Oregon, 
and  Washington). 

. do . 

89.000 

Do. 

010 . 

4,000 

Do. 

Oil  and  012 . 

. do . 

■710 

Do. 

007 . 

Pacific  ocean  perch. 
.  Sablefish . 

. do . 

■90 

Do. 

099 . 

■445 

Do. 

006 . 

’16,980 

Mar.  31 

’17.600 

June  30 
Aug.  31 
Oct.  31 
Do. 

008 . 

yellowfin  sole. 

24.800 

Do. 

Oil . 

’18,900 

Do. 

005 . 

do 

*117,340 

Do. 

ni9  _ 

do 

’4.080 

Do. 

007 . 

Pacific  ocean  perch. 
.  Sablefish . 

. do . 

”8.000 

Do. 

001 . 

’1.600 

Do. 

099 . 

•12.960 

Do. 

006 . 

•56.500 

Do. 

003 . 

.  Flounders,  other  than 

Sea. 

139.000 

Do. 

014 

yellowfin  sole. 

8.670 

Do. 

008 . 

24.800 

Do. 

Oil . 

21.500 

Do. 

005 . 

950.000 

Do. 

007 . 

.  Sablefish . . 

1.500 

Do. 

007 . 

’2.400 

Do. 

006 . 

3.000 

Do. 

002 . 

Aleutians  and  Bering 
Sea. 

106.000 

Do. 

001 . 

10.000 

Do. 

017  and  018 . 

Do. 

099 . 

93.600 

Do. 

080.  081,  and  099 . 

.  Armorhead,  alfonsins, 

Western  Pacific . 

’2.000 

July  31 

and  other  groundfish. 

'Incidental  catch  only. 

’Comprised  of:  <1)  4.800  metric  tons  for  directed  longline  and  trap  fishery,  and  (2)  3.200  metric  tons  for 
incidental  catch  in  trawl  fishery. 

’Does  not  include  an  additional  amounts  helo  in  reserve  equivalent  to  20  percent  of  the  optimum  yield. 

‘Does  not  include  1.500  metric  tons  held  in  reserve. 

’The  TALFF  for  armorheads.  alfonsins.  and  other  groundfish  resources  is  subject  to  additional  restric¬ 
tions  on  total  effort  by  foreign  fishing  vessels.  No  more  than  50  vessel  days  of  trawling  and  50  vessel  days 
of  bottom  longlining  will  be  allowed  in  this  fishery. 
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[3510-22] 

[50  CFR  Part  611] 

HAKE  FISHERIES  OF  THE  NORTHWESTERN 
ATLANTIC 

Amendment  to  Preliminary  Fishery 
Management  Plan 

AGENCY:  National  Oceanic  and  At¬ 
mospheric  Administration,  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Amendment  to  preliminary 
fishery  management  plan  for  the  hake 
fishery  in  the  northwestern  Atlantic. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  amends  the 
preliminary  management  plan  entitled 
“Hake  Fisheries  of  the  Northwestern 
Atlantic.”  The  plan  provides  conserva¬ 
tion  and  management  measures  for 
foreign  nations  harvesting  silver  hake 
in  the  northwestern  Atlantic  Ocean. 
This  amendment  revises  upward  the 
optimum  yield  for  the  southern  New 
England-middle  Atlantic  stock  of  silver 
hake  by  5,000  metric  tons  (mt)  from 
33,200  mt  to  38,200  mt.  A  reassessment 
of  the  hake  fisheries,  in  accordance 
with  the  foreign  fishing  regulations, 
indicated  that  the  optimum  yield 
could  be  increased  by  5,000  mt.  Be¬ 
cause  this  amount  of  5,000  mt  is  sur¬ 
plus  to  what  U.S.  fishermen  are  ex¬ 
pected  to  harvest,  it  has  been  added  to 
the  surplus  amount  already  allocated 
to  foreign  nations.  Several  of  these  na¬ 
tions  have  been  in  danger  of  having 
their  directed  fisheries  on  other  spe¬ 
cies  stopped  because  they  had  nearly 
attained  their  by-catch  allocations  for 
silver  hake.  Because  this  increase  in 
optimum  yield  will  have  no  adverse 
impact  on  the  resource  or  on  the  envi¬ 
ronment,  no  separate  environmental 
'.mpact  statement  is  required. 

DATE:  Comments  are  invited  until 
August  4,  1978. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to  the  As¬ 
sistant  Administrator  for  Fisheries, 
National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C. 
20235.  Please  mark  “Comments  on 
Hake  Fisheries”  on  the  outside  of  en¬ 
velope. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  William  G.  Gordon,  Director, 
Northeast  Regional  Office,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  14  Elm 
Street,  Federal  Building,  Gloucester, 
Mass.  01930,  telephone  617-281-3600. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

On  February  18,  1977,  a  preliminary 
fishery  management  plan  (PMP)  enti¬ 
tled  “Hake  Fisheries  of  the  Northwest¬ 


ern  Atlantic”  (42  FR  10146)  was  pub¬ 
lished  by  the  Secretary  of  Commerce 
(Secretary)  to  establish  conservation 
and  management  measures  for  the  for¬ 
eign  hake  fisheries  in  the  northwest¬ 
ern  Atlantic  Ocean.  This  PMP  was  de¬ 
veloped  and  published  in  accordance 
with  section  201(g)  of  the  Fishery 
Conservation  and  Management  Act  of 

1976  (16  U.S.C.  1801  et  seq.),  as  amend¬ 
ed  (FCMA).  The  PMP  was  implement¬ 
ed  by  foreign  fishing  regulations  for 

1977  (42  FR  8813)  and  for  1978  (42  FR 
60682).  The  1977  PMP  provided, 
among  other  things  (1)  an  estimate  of 
optimum  yield  (OY)  for  the  southern 
New  England-middle  Atlantic  silver 
hake  stock  (ICNAF  areas  5Zw  and  6) 
of  45,000  mt,  (2)  a  U.S.  harvesting  ca¬ 
pacity  of  14,500  mt,  and  (3)  a  foreign 
fishing  surplus  of  30,500  mt.  On  No¬ 
vember  15,  1977,  this  PMP  was  revised 
as  follows:  (a)  the  OY  for  the  southern 
New  England-middle  Atlantic  stock  of 
silver  hake  was  decreased  from  45,000 
mt  to  33,200  mt,  and  (b)  the  U.S.  har¬ 
vesting  capacity  for  this  stock  was  in¬ 
creased  from  14,500  mt  to  20,600  mt. 

The  1978  foreign  fishing  regulations 
(section  611.20)  state  that  the  OY  for 
silver  hake  stocks  was  to  be  reassessed 
by  not  later  than  May  of  1978,  and 
subsequent  to  reassessment  of  OY,  the 
U.S.  harvesting  capacity  was  also  to  be 
reassessed.  On  the  basis  of  these  reas¬ 
sessments,  the  OY,  U.S.  capacity,  and 
the  surplus  available  for  foreign  fish¬ 
ing  could  be  revised. 

Purpose:  Reassessment  of  the  status 
of  the  southern  New  England-middle 
Atlantic  stock  of  silver  hake  indicated 
that  the  OY  could  be  increased  by 
5,000  mt  without  adversely  affecting 
the  resource  or  the  environment.  It 
was  determined  that  the  increase  in 
OY  would  permit  an  increase  in  the 
harvest  while  still  providing  for  an  es¬ 
timated  5  percent  increase  in  spawning 
stock  biomass  in  1979. 

An  analysis  of  the  U.S.  harvest  of 
silver  hake  from  this  stock  up  to  June 

1978  indicates  that  the  estimated  U.S. 
harvesting  capacity  should  not  be  in¬ 
creased.  The  increase  of  5,000  mt  in 
OY  is  therefore  available  as  surplus  to 
be  added  to  the  amount  allocated  to 
foreign  nations. 

Foreign  nations  are  in  need  of  in¬ 
creases  in  their  allocations  of  silver 
hake.  Several  nations  (Japan,  Poland, 
Spain,  and  Mexico)  have  nearly 
caught  their  allocations  of  silver  hake. 
If  they  reach  those  allocations,  their 
directed  fishing  for  other  species  will 
be  halted.  In  February,  1978,  Italy  was 
stopped  from  fishing  in  the  U.S.  fish¬ 
ery  conservation  zone  of  the  north¬ 
western  Atlantic  Ocean  because  that 
nation  had  exceeded  its  allocation  of 


silver  hake.  All  affected  nations  have 
requested  that  their  allocations  for 
silver  hake  be  increased  to  higher 
levels  to  permit  them  to  continue  fish¬ 
ing  in  their  directed  fisheries.  This 
action  should  achieve  that  purpose. 

Impact:  The  supplement  to  the  Final 
Environmental  Impact  Statement/ 
Preliminary  Fishery  Management 
Plan  (FEIS/PMP)  for  the  Hake  Fish¬ 
eries  of  the  Northwestern  Atlantic 
(November  23,  1977)  indicated  that  im¬ 
plementation  of  the  plan  should  have 
no  significant  adverse  impact  upon  the 
hake  resources  or  the  environment. 
The  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 
has  determined  that  this  action  will 
have  no  significant  adverse  impact  be¬ 
cause:  (1)  The  increase  of  5,000  mt  in 
OY  for  the  southern  New  England- 
middle  Atlantic .  stock  of  silver  hake 
will  not  adversely  affect  that  stock  (in 
fact,  it  will  still  allow  for  an  increase 
of  5  percent  in  the  spawning  stock 
biomass  for  1979);  (2)  The  increased 
foreign  allocation  of  5,000  mt  is  within 
the  new  OY  of  38,200  mt;  (3)  The  esti¬ 
mated  1978  U.S.  harvesting  capacity 
remains  at  20,600  mt;  and  (4)  This  in¬ 
crease  will  afford  foreign  nations  some 
relief  and  permit  them  to  attain  their 
allocations  in  their  directed  fisheries. 

Need  for  effective  date:  The  Secre¬ 
tary  believes  that  the  usual  30-day 
public  comment  period,  followed  by  a 
30-day  “cooling-off”  period,  is  imprac¬ 
tical,  unnecessary,  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  since  the  revised  for¬ 
eign  allocations  of  silver  hake  must  be 
implemented  as  soon  as  possible  if 
relief  is  to  be  made  available  to  foreign 
nations  on  a  timely  basis.  The  pro¬ 
posed  15-day  public  comment  period 
provides  sufficient  time  for  all  inter¬ 
ested  parties  to  comment,  and  will 
permit  this  proposed  revision  to  be  im¬ 
plemented  before  the  foreign  fleets 
have  attained  their  current  allocations 
of  silver  hake. 

The  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Fisheries  (Assistant  Administrator), 
under  authority  delegated  from  the 
Secretary,  has  determined  that  these 
amendments  to  the  hake  PMP  are 
consistent  with  the  FCMA  and  the 
fishery  management  policy  for  the 
northwestern  Atlantic  Ocean  regard¬ 
ing  total  allowable  level  of  foreign 
fishing,  U.S.  harvesting  capacity,  and 
optimum  yield.  The  Assistant  Admin¬ 
istrator  has  approved  this  document. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
14th  day  of  July  1978. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 
Associate  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 
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The  PMP  is  revised  as  follows: 

1.  Section  IV  c.  &  d.  is  amended  as 
follows: 

*  •  •  •  * 

c.  and  d.  Estimated  domestic  poten- 


During  the  1960-75  period,  peak 
commercial  landings  of  silver  hake  by 
the  U.S.  from  Div.  5Z  and  SA6  totaled 
31,700  tons.  The  average  catch  for  this 
area  during  the  same  period  was 
18,800  tons,  although  landings  the  last 
several  years  have  been  substantially 
lower.  The  U.S.  recreational  catches 
from  the  same  area  averaged  approxi¬ 
mately  1,000  tons  in  1970  and  in  1974. 

A  total  capacity  of  46,600  tons  would 
insure  a  ready  source  of  raw  material 
for  recreational  fishing  and  for  com¬ 
mercial  and  market  development,  and 
could  relieve  some  of  the  pressure 
from  traditional  stocks.  Of  the  total 
figures,  42,600  tons  would  be  designat¬ 
ed  for  commercial  usage,  and  4,000 
tons  would  be  designated  for  recre¬ 
ational  purposes.  The  recreational 
figure  is  believed  justifiable  in  view  of 
rapidly  expanding  interest  in  recre¬ 
ational  fishing  for  this  species. 

•  •  •  *  * 

2.  Section  V  d.8.g.  is  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

•  •  •  *  * 

g.  Relationship  of  Conservation  and 
Management  Measures  to  Conserva¬ 
tion  needs. 

The  preliminary  management  plan 
includes  important  foreign  limitations 
which  are  necessary  to  meet  the  con¬ 
servation  needs  of  the  Subdiv.  5Ze  and 
Subdiv.  5Zw+SA6  silver  hake  stocks.  A 
total  allowable  surplus  limitation  by 
country,  based  on  the  best  scientific 
evidence  available,  has  been  proposed 
to  prevent  overfishing.  Stock  size  has 
improved  recently  in  each  case;  there¬ 
fore  an  increase  in  the  TACs  from 
93,000  tons  (1976)  to  97,000  tons  (1978) 
has  been  recommended,  of  which 
50,400  tons  has  been  allocated  as  for¬ 
eign  surplus  (a  catch  level  which 
should  stabilize  and  improve  stock 


tial  and  allowable  foreign  surplus  for 
1978. 

A  U.S.  capacity  of  46,600  tons  from  a 
total  OY  of  97,000  tons  for  the  two 
silver  hake  stocks  and  9,100  tons  from 
a  total  OY  of  36,500  tons  for  the  two 
red  hake  stocks  is  proposed.  Specific 
figures  are  as  follows: 


abundance).  Basic  data  collection  re¬ 
quirements  have  also  been  included  in 
the  plan  to  improve  on  the  existing 
data  base  and  make  more  refined  esti¬ 
mates  of  optimum  yield  possible,  cre¬ 
ating  the  basis  for  improved  manage¬ 
ment  models. 


•  •  •  •  • 

[FR  Doc.  78-20112  Filed  7-19-78:  8:45  am] 


[3510-22] 

[50  CFR  Part  611] 

SQUID  FISHERIES  OF  THE  NORTHWESTERN 
ATLANTIC 

Amendment  to  Preliminary  Fishery 
Management  Plan 

AGENCY:  National  Oceanic  and  At¬ 
mospheric  Administration,  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Proposed  amendment  to 
PMP. 

SUMMARY:  This  is  an  amendment  to 
the  Preliminary  Fishery  Management 
Plan  entitled  "Squid  Fisheries  of  the 
Northwestern  Atlantic”  which  was 
published  on  February  16,  1977.  The 
plan  provides  conservation  and  man¬ 
agement  measures  for  the  squid  fish¬ 
eries  of  the  Northwestern  Atlantic 
Ocean.  This  amendment  reduces  the 
estimate  of  U.S.  harvesting  capacity 
for  short-finned  squid  (Illex)  by  5,500 
metric  tons  (mt)  and  increases  the 
amount  of  short-finned  squid  allocated 
to  the  foreign  squid  fisheries  by  5,500 
mt. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  August  4,  1978. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to  the  As¬ 
sistant  Administrator  for  Fisheries, 
National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C. 
20235.  Please  mark  "Comments  on 


PMP  for  Squid  Fisheries”  on  the  out¬ 
side  of  the  envelope. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

William  G.  Gordon,  Director,  North¬ 
east  Regional  Office,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  14  Elm 
Street,  Gloucester,  Mass.  01930,  tele¬ 
phone.  617-281-3600. 

Background 

On  February  16,  1977,  a  preliminary 
fishery  management  plan  (PMP)  enti¬ 
tled  “Squid  Fisheries  of  the  North¬ 
western  Atlantic”(42  FR  9596)  was 
published  by  the  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  (Secretary)  to  establish  conser¬ 
vation  and  management  measures  for 
the  squid  fisheries  in  the  Northwest¬ 
ern  Atlantic  Ocean  pursuant  to  section 
201(g)  of  the  Fishery  Conservation 
and  Management  Act  of  1976  (16 
U.S.C.  1801  et  seq.),  as  amend 
(FCMA).  The  PMP  was  implemented 
by  foreign  fishing  regulations  for  1977 
(42  FR  8813)  and  for  1978  (42  FR 
60682). 

In  accordance  with  the  1978  foreign 
fishing  regulations,  section  611.20(b), 
the  optimum  yield  (OY)  esablished  for 
the  squid  stocks  in  the  Northwestern 
Atlantic  Ocean  was  reassessed  prior  to 
May  1978.  Based  upon  that  reassess¬ 
ment,  the  OY’s  for  both  long-finned 
( Loligo )  and  short-finned  (.Illex)  squid 
were  not  changed. 

In  accordance  with  the  foreign  fish¬ 
ing  regulations,  the  estimate  of  U.S. 
harvesting  capacity  of  Northwestern 
Atlantic  squid  was  also  reassessed. 
Based  upon  a  survey  of  all  known 
active  processors,  plus  an  analysis  of 
1977  and  1978  domestic  squid  landings, 
it  was  determined  that  the  estimated 
U.S.  harvesting  capacity  for  long- 
finned  squid  (Loligo)  should  remain  at 
25,000  mt,  but  that  the  estimated  1978 
U.S.  capacity  for  short-finned  squid 
(Illex)  should  be  revised  downward 
from  11,500  mt  to  6,000  mt. 

At  the  start  of  1977,  the  estimated 
U.S.  capacity  for  short-finned  squid 
was  set  at  11,500  mt.  Analyses  of  the 
U.S.  squid  fishery  during  1977  resulted 
in  the  estimate  of  U.S.  capacity  being 
reduced  to  10,000  mt  on  August  2,  1977 
(42  FR  39129),  and  further  reduced  to 
5,000  mt  on  August  17,  1977  (42  FR 
41466).  For  long-finned  squid  the  final 
estimate  of  U.S.  harvesting  capacity 
for  1977  was  also  set  at  5,000  mt  (42 
FR  41466).  Thus,  for  both  species,  the 
combined  estimate  of  U.S.  harvesting 
capacity  for  1977  was  10,000  mt. 

The  total  U.S.  harvest  of  squid  from 
the  northwestern  Atlantic  Ocean 
during  1977— for  both  species  com¬ 
bined— amounted  to  only  2,430  mt,  i.e., 
7,570  mt  less  than  the  final  estimated 
U.S.  harvesting  capacity. 

So  far  in  1978,  the  U.S.  northwest¬ 
ern  Atlantic  squid  fishery  has  paralled 


[Metric  tons] 


Maximum  Optimum  U.S.  Foreign 
Species  Area  sustainable  yield  capacity  surplus 

yield 


Silver  hake _ _  5Ze  55.000  58.800  26.000  32.800 

Do _  5Zw+6  37.000  38.200  20.600  17.600 

Red  hake _  5Ze  20.000  16,000  1.500  14.500 

Do _  5Zw  +  6  40.000  20.500  7.600  12.900 
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that  of  1977,  with  combined  landings 
for  both  species  less  than  500  mt,  by 
July  1,  1978.  Although  the  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service  expects  the 
landings  to  increase  this  month  and 
exceed  those  for  1977,  NMFS  does  not 
expect  that  the  total  domestic  land¬ 
ings  of  short-finned  squid  will  exceed 
6,000  mt  for  1978.  NMFS  will  reassess 
the  U.S.  capacity  and  the  domestic 
landings  of  short-finned  squid  in  Sep¬ 
tember  1978,  and  make  further  adjust¬ 
ments  if  they  become  necessary. 

For  the  resulting  additional  surplus 
of  5,500  mt  of  short-finned  squid,  180 
mt  is  available  for  additional  by-catch 
to  be  allocated  to  foreign  nations.  The 
remaining  5,320  mt  will  be  allocated  to 
those  foreign  nations  having  directed 
squid  fisheries,  in  proportion  to  their 
present  allocations. 

Purpose.  The  squid  PMP  was  intend¬ 
ed  to  permit  foreign  fishing  for  short- 
finned  (/Hex)  and  long-finned  ( Loligo ) 
squid  in  accordance  with  the  purposes 
of  the  FCMA.  Allocation  to  foreign  na¬ 
tions  of  any  surplus  squid  above  U.S. 
harvesting  capacity  is  an  important 
aspect  of  the  PMP. 

The  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Fisheries  (Assistant  Administrator), 
under  a  delegation  of  authority  from 
the  Secretary,  has  determined  that  an 
amendment  to  the  PMP  to  reduce  the 
1978  estimate  of  U.S.  harvesting  ca¬ 
pacity  of  short-finned  squid  by  5,500 
mt  and  to  allocate  the  5,500  mt  addi¬ 
tional  surplus  to  foreign  nations  is 
necessary  and  appropriate  to  further 
the  interests  of  wise  utilization  and 
management  of  the  Northwestern  At¬ 
lantic  squid  during  the  1978  fishing 
season.  This  action  will  provide  some 
relief  to  those  foreign  nations  that 
have  nearly  harvested  their  allocation 
of  squid  and  are  in  danger  of  having  to 


cease  fishing  before  they  attain  their 
allocations  in  their  directed  fisheries 
for  other  species. 

Impact  This  action  involves  no 
change  in  the  OY  for  short-finned 
squid.  It  does  reduce  the  estimate  of 
U.S.  harvesting  capacity  by  5,500  mt 
(from  11,500  mt  to  6,000  mt)  and  allo¬ 
cates  this  surplus  to  foreign  nations. 
Because  the  adult  squid  soon  will  have 
completed  their  life  spans  and  will  die, 
thqy  will  not  be  available  to  the  U.S. 
fleet  next  season,  should  foreign  na¬ 
tions  not  be  permitted  to  harvest  them 
this  year.  The  Assistant  Administrator 
has  determined  that  these  changes 
should  have  no  adverse  impact  on  the 
U.S.  squid  fishery  nor  on  future  sup¬ 
plies  of  squid.  This  action  is  consistent 
with  the  fishery  management  policy 
for  the  squid  fisheries  of  the  North¬ 
western  Atlantic  Ocean  and  the  pur¬ 
pose  and  provisions  of  the  FCMA. 

Good  cause  exists  for  implementing 
this  amendment  with  only  a  15-day 
public  comment  period.  Any  further 
delay  will  nullify  this  additional  allo¬ 
cation  to  the  foreign  fleets  for  the  fol¬ 
lowing  reasons:  (1)  The  peak  fishing 
season  by  foreign  fishermen  for  short- 
finned  squid  extends  from  June 
through  September:  (2)  if  the  squid 
are  not  harvested  they  will  die  soon; 
(3)  several  foreign  nations  are  in 


danger  of  having  their  directed  fisher¬ 
ies  for  other  species  stopped  because 
they  are  on  the  verge  of  reaching  their 
short-finned  squid  allocations,  and  (4) 
failure  to  make  surplus  fishery  re¬ 
sources  available  to  foreign  nations 
within  a  reasonable  time  is  not  in 
keeping  with  the  purpose  and  intent 
of  the  FCMA. 

The  Assistant  Administrator  has  ap¬ 
proved  this  document  pursuant  to  del¬ 
egation  of  authority  from  the  Secre¬ 
tary. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
14th  day  of  July  1978. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 
Associate  Director, 

National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

The  PMP  is  revised  as  follows: 

Section  IV  c  as  revised  (42  FR  39130) 
is  amended  as  follows: 

•  •  •  •  • 

c.  Estimated  Domestic  Production 
Potential  and  Allowable  Foreign  Sur¬ 
plus.  The  capacity  of  the  United  States 
to  exploit  squid  in  1978  was  estimated 
by  NOAA,  in  consultation  with,  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  U.S.  fishing  industry,  as 
31,000  mt.  Of  this  amount,  25,000  mt 
was  a  long-finned  squid  (Loligo),  and 
6,000  mt  was  for  short-finned  squid 
(/Hex).  This  left  48,000  mt  of  both  spe¬ 
cies  as  foreign  surplus.  Specific  figures 
by  stock  are  given  in  Table  26. 


Table  26.— Squid  optimum  yield  and  allocations 
[Metric  tons] 


Species 

Maximum 

sustainable 

yield 

Optimum 

yield 

U.S. 

capacity 

Foreign 

surplus 

niex . 

.  40.000 

35.000 

6.000 

29.000 

.  44.000 

44.000 

25.000 

19.000 

[FR  Doc.  78-20138  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  43,  NO.  140— THURSDAY,  JULY  20,  1978 


31188 


notices 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  other  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Notices  of  hearings  and 
investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency  decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applications  and  agency  statements  of 
organization  and  functions  are  examples  of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


[3410-11] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Forest  Service 

HAYDEN-WOLF  LODGE  PLANNING  UNIT 
Intent  to  Prepare  an  Environmental  Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)(C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department 
of  Agriculture,  will  prepare  an  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Statement  for  the  Hayden- 
Wolf  Lodge  Planning  Unit  Land  Man¬ 
agement  Plan.  The  Land  Management 
Plan  will  allocate  land  for  various  uses 
and  prescribe  measures  to  mitigate 
any  environmental  impacts  of  projects 
undertaken  on  land  allocated  for  such 
use. 

Two  different  news  releases  were 
made  concerning  planning  for  the 
Hayden-Wolf  Lodge  Planning  Unit 
and  comments  from  the  public  were 
requested.  Meetings  have  been  held 
with  the  Idaho  State  Fish  and  Game 
Department  and  the  Kootenai  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Alliance.  Further  meetings 
will  be  held  with  other  interested 
agencies  and  groups.  Issues  and  con¬ 
cerns  identified  thus  far  are:  water 
quantity  and  quality  from  the  Hayden 
Lake  Municipal  watershed;  the 
adfluvial  cutthroat  trout  fishery  in 
Hayden  Lake  and  Wolf  Lodge  Bay;  es¬ 
thetics  of  seen  areas  around  Hayden 
Lake,  Coeur  d’Alene,  and  along  major 
highways;  the  density,  management, 
and  classification  of  the  road  system 
in  the  unit;  maintenance  of  developed 
and  dispersed  recreation  activities  and 
opportunities;  maintenance  of  existing 
opportunities  for  the  public  to  gather 
huckleberries  and  cut  firewood  and 
Christmas  trees;  recreational  opportu¬ 
nities  for  off-road  vehicle  users;  con¬ 
flict  between  timber  management  and 
other  uses;  and  production  of  timber 
to  meet  demand  for  lumber. 

Robert  Torheim,  Regional  Forester, 
is  the  responsible  official;  Ralph  Kizer 
is  the  Forest  Supervisor,  Idaho  Pan¬ 
handle  National  Forests;  and  Gerry 
House,  Planning  Coordinator,  is  the 
team  leader  for  the  Environmental 
Statement. 

The  Environmental  Statement  will 
require  about  3  months  and  the  Draft 
Environmental  Statement  is  scheduled 
for  completion  by  October  1978,  with  a 
45-day  review  period,  and  the  Final 
Environmental  Statement  is  scheduled 
for  completion  by  February  1979. 


Comments  on  the  Notice  of  Intent 
or  on  the  Land  Management  Plan 
should  be  sent  to  Ralph  Kizer,  Forest 
Supervisor,  Idaho  Panhandle  National 
Forests,  P.O.  Box  310,  Coeur  d’Alene, 
Idaho  83814. 

Dated:  July  10,  1978. 

James  E.  Reid, 
Acting  Regional  Forester. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20125  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  ami 


[3410-11] 

TONTO  NATIONAL  FOREST  GRAZING 
ADVISORY  80ARD 

Moating 

The  Tonto  National  Forest  Grazing 
Advisory  Board  will  meet  August  21, 
1978,  at  1  p.m.  at  the  office  of  the 
Forest  Supervisor,  Tonto  National 
Forest,  located  at  102  South  28th 
Street,  Phoenix,  Ariz. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to 
cover  the  following  agenda  items: 

1.  Selection  of  officers  by  the  newly 
elected  Advisory  Board. 

2.  Finalization  of  Bylaws  for  the  Ad¬ 
visory  Board. 

3.  Review  of  expenditure  of  Range 
Betterment  Funds  authorized  by  Pub. 
L.  94-579. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  Persons  who  wish  to  attend 
should  notify  Bruce  Hronek,  Supervi¬ 
sor,  Tonto  National  Forest,  102  South 
28th  Street,  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  85002, 
telephone  602-261-3205.  Written  state¬ 
ments  may  be  filed  with  the  Board 
before  or  after  the  meeting. 

Oral  statements  may  be  made  by 
public  attendance  when  recognized  by 
the  Chair. 

Dated:  July  11,  1978. 

Bruce  B.  Hronek, 
Forest  Supervisor. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20124  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[3410-11] 

MOYIE  RIVER  WILD  AND  SCENIC  RIVER  STUDY 
Public  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  on  a  proposal  for 
the  future  management  of  the  Moyie 
River  and  its  immediate  environment 
within  Boundary  County  in  the  State 
of  Idaho.  Portions  of  the  Moyie  River 
and  its  immediate  environment  are 


within  the  Kaniksu  National  Forest. 
This  hearing  will  be  held  jointly  with 
the  hearing  for  the  Priest  River  Wild 
and  Scenic  River  Study  proposal,  and 
will  be  held  in  four  sections  (locations) 
as  follows: 

City,  day,  place,  and  sessions 

Boise,  Idaho,  Monday.  August  28.  1978, 
Meeting  Room.  Idaho  Fish  and  Game 
Building,  1:30  p.m.  and  6:30  p.m. 

Spokane.  Wash.,  Wednesday,  August  30. 
1978,  Diamond  Spirit  Lake  Room,  Red 
Lion  Motor  Inn,  1-90  at  Sullivan  Road 
Exit,  east  of  Spokane.  1:30  p.m.  and  6:30 
p.m. 

Bonners  Ferry,  Idaho.  Thursday.  August  31. 
1978,  Auditorium,  Old  High  School,  Arizo¬ 
na  and  Oak  Streets.  1:30  p.m.  and  6:30 
p.m. 

Priest  River,  Idaho.  Friday. -September  1. 
1978,  Auditorium,  Junion  High  School. 
1020  West  Albeni,  1:30  p.m.  and  6:30  p.m. 

The  Draft  Environmental  State¬ 
ment/Study  Report,  or  a  summary 
brochure,  each  containing  maps  and 
information  about  the  proposal,  may 
be  obtained  from  the  Forest  Supervi¬ 
sor,  Idaho  Panhandle  National  For¬ 
ests,  1201  Iron  wood  Drive,  P.O.  Box 
310,  Coeur  d’Alene,  Idaho  83814;  or 
Sandpoint  Land  Management  Plan¬ 
ning,  Idaho  Panhandle  National  For¬ 
ests,  Federal  Building,  P.O.  Box  490, 
Sandpoint,  Idaho  83864. 

Individuals  and  organizations  may 
express  their  views  by  appearing  at 
one  of  the  four  locations  of  this  hear¬ 
ing,  or  they  may  submit  written  com¬ 
ments  for  inclusion  in  the  official 
record  to  the  Forest  Supervisor,  Idaho 
Panhandle  National  Forests.  1201 
Ironwood  Drive,  P.O.  Box  310,  Coeur 
d’ALene,  Idaho  83814.  Comments  must 
be  received  by  Octobr  1,  1978,  in  order 
to  be  considered  in  the  preparation  of 
the  final  proposal.  Those  persons 
wishing  to  present  oral  testimony  at 
the  hearing  are  requested  to  notify 
the  Regional  Forester,  P.O.  Box  7669, 
Missoula,  Mont.  59807,  prior  to 
Auigust  22,  1978,  stating  at  which 
hearing  location  and  session  (after¬ 
noon  or  evening)  they  wish  to  testify. 

Dated:  July  14,  1978. 

R.  Max  Peterson, 
Deputy  Chief. 

John  R.  McGuire, 

.  Acting  Chief,  Forest  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20401  Filed  7-19-78:  11:39  am] 
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[3410-11] 

PRIEST  RIVER  WILD  AND  SCENIC  RIVER  STUDY 
Public  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  on  a  proposal  for 
the  future  management  of  the  Priest 
River  and  its  immediate  environment 
within  Bonner  and  Boundary  Counties 
in  the  State  of  Idaho.  Portions  of  the 
Priest  River  and  its  immediate  envi¬ 
ronment  are  within  the  Kaniksu  Na¬ 
tional  Forest.  This  hearing  will  be 
held  jointly  with  the  hearing  for  the 
Moyie  Wild  and  Scenic  River  Study 
proposal,  and  will  be  held  in  four  sec¬ 
tions  (locations)  as  follows: 

City,  day,  place  and  sessions 

Boise,  Idaho,  Monday,  August  28,  1978, 
Meeting  Room,  Idaho  Fish  and  Game,  600 
South  Walnut,  1:30  p.m.  and  6:30  p.m. 
Spokane,  Wash.,  Wednesday.  August  30, 
1978,  Diamond  Spirit  Lake,  Red  Lion 
Motor  Inn,  1-90  at  Sullivan  Road  Exit, 
East  of  Spokane,  1:30  p.m.  and  6:30  p.m. 
Bonners  Ferry,  Idaho,  Thursday,  August  31, 
1978,  Auditorium,  Old  High  School,  Arizo¬ 
na  and  Oak  Streets,  1:30  p.m.  and  6:30 
p.m. 

Priest  River,  Idaho,  Friday,  September  1, 
1978,  Auditorium,  Junior  High  School, 
1020  West  Albeni,  1:30  p.m.  and  6:30  p.m. 

The  Draft  Environmental  State¬ 
ment/Study  Report,  or  a  summary 
brochure,  each  containing  maps  and 
information  about  the  proposal  may 
be  obtained  from  the  Forest  Supervi¬ 
sor,  Idaho  Panhandle  National  For¬ 
ests,  1201  Ironwood  Drive,  P.O.  Box 
310,  Coeur  d’Alene,  Idaho  83814;  or 
Sandpoint  Land  Management  Plan¬ 
ning,  Idaho  Panhandle  National  For¬ 
ests,  Federal  Building,  P.O.  Box  490, 
Sandpoint,  Idaho  83864. 

Individuals  and  organizations  may 
express  their  views  by  appearing  at 
one  of  the  four  locations  of  this  hear¬ 
ing,  or  they  may  submit  written  com¬ 
ments  for  inclusion  in  the  official 
record  to  the  Forest  Supervisor,  Idaho 
Panhandle  National  Forests,  1201 
Ironwood  Drive,  P.O.  Box  310,  Coeur 
d’Alene,  Idaho  83814.  Comments  must 
be  received  by  October  1,  1978,  in 
order  to  be  considered  in  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  the  final  proposal.  Those  per¬ 
sons  wishing  to  present  oral  testimony 
at  the  hearing  are  requested  to  notify 
the  Regional  Forester,  P.O.  Box  7669, 
Missoula,  Mont.  59807,  prior  to  August 
22, 1978,  stating  at  which  hearing  loca¬ 
tion  and  session  (afternoon  or 
evening)  they  wish  to  testify. 

Dated:  July  14.  1978. 

R.  Max  Peterson, 
John  R.  McGuire, 
Acting  Chief,  Forest  Service. 
[FR  Doc.  20402  Filed  7-19-78;  11:39  ami 


[3410-16] 

Soil  Conservation  Sorvico 

COTTON-COON-MISSION  CREEK  WATERSHED 
PROJECT,  OKLA. 

Intent  Not  To  Prepare  an  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)(C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  Guidelines  (40  CFR  Part 
1500);  and  the  Soil  Conservation  Serv¬ 
ice  Guidelines  (7  CFR  Part  650);  the 
Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  gives  notice 
that  an  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  is  not  being  prepared  for  the  re¬ 
maining  work  in  the  Cotton-Coon-Mis- 
sion  Creek  watershed  project,  Osage, 
Washington,  and  Nowata  Counties, 
Okla. 

The  environmental  asessment  of  this 
federally  assisted  action  indicates  that 
the  project  will  not  cause  significant 
local,  regional,  or  national  impacts  on 
the  environment.  As  a  result  of  these 
findings,  Mr.  Roland  R.  Willis,  State 
conservationist,  has  determined  that 
the  preparation  and  review  of  an  envi¬ 
ronmental  impact  statement  is  not 
needed  for  this  project. 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for  wa¬ 
tershed  protection  and  flood  preven¬ 
tion.  The  planned  works  of  improve¬ 
ment  include  13  singlepurpose  flood- 
water  retarding  structures. 

The  notice  of  intent  not  to  prepare 
an  environmental  impact  statement 
has  been  forwarded  to  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality.  The  basic 
data  developed  during  the  environ¬ 
mental  assessment  is  on  file  and  may 
be  reviewed  by  interested  parties  at 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Center  Building,  Farm  Road  and 
Brumley  Street,  Stillwater,  Okla. 
74074,  405-624-4360.  An  environmental 
impact  appraisal  has  been  prepared 
and  sent  to  various  Federal,  State,  and 
local  agencies  and  interested  parties.  A 
limited  number  of  copies  of  the  envi¬ 
ronmental  impact  appraisal  is  availa¬ 
ble  to  fill  single  copy  requests. 

No  administrative  action  on  imple¬ 
mentation  of-'  the  proposal  will  be 
taken  until  August  21,  1978. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  10.904,  Watershed  Protection 
and  Flood  Prevention  Act— Pub.  L.  83-566, 
16  USC  1001-1008.) 

Dated:  July  12, 1978. 

Joseph  W.  Haas, 

Assistant  Administrator  for 
Water  Resources,  Soil  Conser¬ 
vation  Service,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture. 

[FR  Doc.  78-19990  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  ami 


[3410-16] 

PRYOR  CREEK  WATERSHED  PROJECT, 
OKLAHOMA 

Infant  Not  To  Proparo  an  Environmental  Impact 
Statamant 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)(C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  Guidelines  (40  CFR  Part 
1500);  and  the  Soil  Conservation  Serv¬ 
ice  Guidelines  (7  CFR  Part  650);  the 
Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  gives  notice 
that  an  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  is  not  being  prepared  for  the  re¬ 
maining  work  in  the  Pryor  Creek  Wa¬ 
tershed  project,  Mayes,  Rogers,  and 
Craig  Counties,  Okla. 

The  environmental  assessment  of 
this  federally-assisted  action  indicates 
that  the  project  will  not  cause  signifi¬ 
cant  local,  regional,  or  national  im¬ 
pacts  on  the  environment.  As  a  result 
of  these  findings,  Mr.  Roland  R. 
Willis,  State  Conservationist,  has  de¬ 
termined  that  the  preparation  and 
review  of  an  environmental  impact 
statement  is  not  needed  for  this  proj¬ 
ect. 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for  wa¬ 
tershed  protection  and  flood  preven¬ 
tion.  The  planned  works  of  improve¬ 
ment  include  25  single-purpose  flood- 
water  retarding  structures. 

The  notice  of  intent  not  to  prepare 
an  environmental  impact  statement 
has  been  forwarded  to  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality.  The  basic 
data  developed  during  the  environ¬ 
mental  assessment  is  on  file  and  may 
be  reviewed  by  interested  parties  at 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Center  Building,  Farm  Road  and 
Brumley  Street,  Stillwater,  Okla. 
74074;  405-624-4360.  An  environmental 
impact  appraisal  has  been  prepared 
and  sent  to  various  Federal,  State,  and 
local  agencies  and  interested  parties.  A 
limited  number  of  copies  of  the  envi¬ 
ronmental  impact  appraisal  is  availa¬ 
ble  to  fill  single  copy  requests. 

No  administrative  action  on  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  proposal  will  be 
taken  until  August  11, 1978. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  10.904,  Watershed  Protection 
and  Flood  Prevention  Program— Pub.  L.  83- 
566,  16  U.S.C.  1001-1008.) 

Dated  July  12, 1978. 

Joseph  W.  Haas, 

Assistant  Administrator  for 
Water  Resources,  Soil  Conser¬ 
vation  Service,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture. 

[FR  Doc.  78-19991  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 
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[6335-01] 

COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS 

FLORIDA  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Agenda  and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regu¬ 
lations  of  the  U.S.  Commission  on 
Civil  Rights,  that  a  factfinding  meet¬ 
ing  of  the  Florida  Advisory  Committee 
(SAC)  of  the  Commission  will  convene 
at  7:30  p.m.  to  10:30  p.m.  on  August  11, 

1978,  and  again  on  August  12,  1978,  at 
9  a.m.  to  1  p.m.,  in  the  Sheraton  Hotel. 
224  East  Gordon  Street,  Matador 
Room.  Pensacola,  Fla.  32501. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  open 
meeting  should  contact  the  Commit¬ 
tee  Chairperson,  or  the  Southern  Re¬ 
gional  Office  of  the  Commission,  75 
Piedmont  Avenue  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30303. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to 
obtain  information  for  possible  inclu¬ 
sion  of  Pensacola  into  national  police 
study,  review  proceedings  of  regional 
SAC  conference,  discuss  role  of  SAC’S 
in  Commission  organization,  outline 
Commission  programing  for  fiscal  year 

1979,  1980;  plan  SAC  activity  for  bal¬ 
ance  of  fiscal  year  1978. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  the  rules 
and  regulations  of  the  Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C..  July  17. 
1978. 

John  I.  Binkley, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  78-20143  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6335-01] 

INDIANA  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Agendo  and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regu¬ 
lations  of  the  U.S.  Commission  on 
Civil  Rights,  that  a  planning  meeting 
of  the  Indiana  Advisory  Committee 
(SAC)  of  the  Commission  will  convene 
at  7  p.m.  and  will  end  at  9  p.m.  on 
August  20,  1978,  Holiday  Inn-North, 
5601  State  Road,  Lafayette.  Ind> 
47906. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  open 
meeting  should  contact  the  Commit¬ 
tee  Chairperson,  or  the  Midwestern 
Regional  Office  of  the  Commission, 
230  South  Dearborn  Street,  32d  floor. 
Chicago,  Ill.  60604. 

The  Advisory  Committee  will  review 
information  and  the  transcript  of  the 
Fort  Wayne  Community  School  hear¬ 
ing  held  in  Fort  Wayne  on  June  29 
and  30,  1978. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  of  the  Commission. 


Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  July  17, 
1978. 

John  I.  Binkley, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 
tFR  Doc.  78-20144  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[3510-07] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  the  Census 

CENSUS  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  THE 

SPANISH  ORIGIN  POPULATION  FOR  THE 

1980  CENSUS 

Public  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  as  amended,  5  U.S.C. 
APP.  (1976),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  the  Census  Advisory  Committee 
on  the  Spanish  Origin  Population  for 
the  1980  Census  will  convene  on 
August  11,  1978,  at  9:15  a.m.  The  Com¬ 
mittee  will  meet  in  Room  2424,  Feder¬ 
al  Building  3,  at  the  Bureau  of  the 
Census  in  Suitland,  Md. 

The  Committee  is  composed  of  21 
members  appointed  by  the  Secretary 
of  Commerce.  It  was  established  in 
February  1975  to  advise  the  Director, 
Bureau  of  the  Census,  on  such  1980 
census  planning  elements  as  improving 
the  accuracy  of  the  population  count, 
developing  definitions  for  classifica¬ 
tion  of  the  Spanish-origin  population, 
recommending  subject  content  and 
tabulations  of  especial  use  to  the 
Spanish-origin  population,  and  ex¬ 
panding  the  disseminatin  of  census  re¬ 
sults  among  present  and  potential 
users  of  census  data  in  the  Spanish- 
origin  population. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting,  which 
is  scheduled  to  adjourn  at  4:30  p.m.,  is: 
(1)  Introductory  remarks  by  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Census;  (2) 
current  status  of  1980  planning,  in¬ 
cluding:  Dress  rehearsals,  correct 
count  committees,  Spanish  language 
questionnaire,  and  sampling  plan;  (3) 
Affirmative  Action  Program,  includ¬ 
ing:  College  recruiting,  employment  of 
Spanish  origin  persons,  and  affirma¬ 
tive  action  guidelines;  (4)  question¬ 
naire  content— language  and  Spanish 
origin;  (5)  decentralized  processing 
plans;  (6)  Public  Information  Office 
plans  for  the  lower  Manhattan  dress 
rehearsal;  and  (7)  Committee  discus¬ 
sion,  recommendations,  and  plans  for 
future  meetings. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  and  a  brief  period  will  be  set 
aside  for  public  comment  and  ques¬ 
tions.  Extensive  questions  or  state¬ 
ments  must  be  submitted  in  writing  to 
the  Committee  Control  Officer  at 
least  3  days  prior  to  the  meeting. 

Persons  wishing  further  information 
concerning  this  meeting  or  who  wish 
to  submit  written  statements  may  con¬ 


tact  Clifton  S.  Jordan,  Deputy  Chief, 
Demographic  Census  Staff,  Bureau  of 
the  Census,  Room  3779,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing  3,  Suitland,  Md.  (Mailing  address: 
Washington,  D.C.  20233),  telephone, 
301-763-5169. 

Dated:  July  14,  1978. 

Manuel  D.  Plotkin, 
Director, 

Bureau  of  the  Census. 

CFR  Doc.  78-20060  Filed  7-19-78:  8:45  am] 


[3510-24] 

Economic  Development  Administration 
BOOT-STER  MANUFACTURING  CO.,  INC 

Petition  for  Determination  of  Eligibility  To 
Apply  for  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance 

A  petition  was  accepted  on  July  7,- 
1978,  from  Boot-Ster  Manufacturing 
Co.,  Inc.,  121  South  First  Street, 
Clarksville,  Tenn.  37040,  a  producer  of 
footwear  for  women.  The  petition  was 
submitted  pursuant  to  section  251  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-618) 
and  section  315.23  of  the  Adjustment 
Assistance  Regulations  for  Firms  and 
Communities  (13  CFR  Part  315). 

Consequently,  the  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce  has  initiated  an  investi¬ 
gation  to  determine  whether  increased 
imports  into  the  United'  States  of  arti¬ 
cles  like  or  directly  competitive  with 
those  produced  by  the  firm  contribut¬ 
ed  importantly  to  total  or  partial  sepa¬ 
ration  of  the  firm’s  workers,  or  threat 
thereof,  and  to  a  decrease  in  sales  or 
production  of  the  petitioning  firm. 

Any  party  having  a  substantial  inter¬ 
est  in  the  proceedings  may  request  a 
public  hearing  on  the  matter.  A  re¬ 
quest  for  a  hearing  must  be  received 
by  the  Chief,  Trade  Act  Certification 
Division,  Economic  Development  Ad¬ 
ministration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230, 
no  later  than  the  close  of  business 
July  30.  1978. 

Jack  W.  Osburn,  Jr., 
Chief  Trade  Act  Certification 
Division,  Office  of  Planning 
and  Program  Support. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20110  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[3510-22] 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

ISSUANCE  OF  PERMIT  TO  TAKE  AND  IMPORT 
MARINE  MAMMALS 

On  April  27,  1978,  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (43  FR 
17993),  that  an  application  had  been 
filed  with  the  National  Marine  Fisher¬ 
ies  Service  by  Hubbs-Sea  World  Re¬ 
search  Institute,  San  Diego,  Calif. 
92109,  for  a  Permit  to  take  twenty  (20) 
common  dolphins  ( Delphinus  delphis ), 
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twenty  (20)  spinner  dolphins  (Stenella 
longirostris ),  and  twenty  (20)  spotted 
dolphins  ( Stenella  attenuata )  for  the 
purpose  of  scientific  research. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  July 
12,  1978,  as  authorized  by  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Marine  Mammal  Protec¬ 
tion  Act  of  1972,  (16  U.S.C.  1361-1407), 
the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 
issued  a  Permit  for  the  above  de¬ 
scribed  taking  to  the  Hubbs-Sea  World 
Research  Institute  subject  to  certain 
conditions  set  forth  therein.  The 
Permit  is  available  for  review  in  the 
following  offices: 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Fisher¬ 
ies,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
3300  Whitehaven  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.;  Regional  Director,  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
Southwest  Region,  300  South  Ferry 
Street,  Terminal  Island,  Calif.  90731; 
Regional  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service,  Southeast  Region, 
9450  Roger  Boulevard,  Duval  Build¬ 
ing,  St.  Petersburg,  Fla.  33702;  and  Re¬ 
gional  Director,  National  Marine  Fish¬ 
ers  Service,  Northeast  Region,  14  Elm 
Street,  Federal  Building,  Gloucester, 
Mass. 

Dated:  July  12, 1978. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 
Associate  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  78-19992  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am) 


[3510-22] 

NORTHERN  ANCHOVY  FISHERY 

Announcement  of  Optimum  Yield,  Harvest 
Quotas,  and  Total  Allowable  Level  of  For¬ 
eign  Fishing  Under  the  Fishery  Management 
Plan  for  Northern  Anchovy 

AGENCY:  National  Oceanic  and  At¬ 
mospheric  Administration,  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Optimum  Yield 
and  Harvest  Quotas  for  1978-79 
season. 

SUMMARY:  A  fishery  management 
plan  (FMP)  establishing  conservation 
and  management  measures  for  fishing 
for  northern  anchovy  ( Engraulis 
mordax)  was  approved  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Commerce  on  July  13,  1978. 
This  notice  announces  the  limits  on 
harvest  of  anchovies  in  the  U.S.  fish¬ 
ery  conservation  zone  (FCZ)  in  the 
1978-79  fishing  season  pursuant  to 
that  FMP.  The  limits  on  total  harvest 
and  on  harvests  by  different  sectors  of 
the  fishery  have  been  determined  in 
accordance  with  the  formulas  in  the 
FMP. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Mr.  Gerald  V.  Howard,  Regional  Di¬ 
rector,  Southwest  Region,  300  South 

Ferry  Street,  Terminal  Island,  Calif. 

90731. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 
has  determined  that  the  spawning 
biomass  of  northern  anchovy  (central 
subpopulation)  is  estimated  to  be 
1,304,000  short  tons.  Applying  the  for¬ 
mulas  in  the  FMP  to  calculate  opti¬ 
mum  yield  (OY),  harvest  quotas  for 
various  sectors  of  the  anchovy  fishery, 
and  total  allowable  level  of  foreign 
fishing  (TALFF),  the  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service  has  calculated  that 
for  the  1978-79  fishing  season: 

1.  OY  for  the  FCZ  is  70,933  short 
tons; 

2.  The  portion  of  the  OY  reserved 
for  non-reduction  fisheries  is  12,500 
short  tons;  however,  non-reduction 
fishing  may  exceed  12,600  tons  pro¬ 
vided  the  OY  harvest  level  is  not 
achieved; 

3.  The  total  limit  on  harvest  for  re¬ 
duction  purposes  is  58,333  short  tons; 
of  this  total,  5,833  short  tons  are  re¬ 
served  for  fishing  north,  and  52,500 
short  tons  are  available  for  fishing 
south,  of  Point  Buchon,  Calif.; 

4.  The  extent  to  which  U.S.  vessels 
are  capable  of  harvesting  and  would 
harvest  anchovies  is  estimated  to  be 
170,000  short  tons,  if  that  amount 
were  available; 

5.  The  TALFF  for  the  anchovy  fish¬ 
ery  is  zero  (0). 

This  announcement  is  made  to  pro¬ 
vide  an  opportunity  for  respective  sec¬ 
tors  of  the  fishery  to  plan  their  activi¬ 
ties  during  the  1978-79  fishing  season, 
which  begins  August  1,  1978.  The  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service  will 
publish  a  final  notice  of  optimum  yield 
and  associated  harvest  limits  when 
regulations  implementing  the  Ancho¬ 
vy  Fishery  Management  Plan  become 
effective. 

Signed  in  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
14th  day  of  July,  1978. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 

Associate  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  78-19986  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am) 


[3510-04] 

National  Technical  Information  Service 
GOVERNMENT-OWNED  INVENTIONS 
Availability  for  Licensing 

The  inventions  listed  below  are 
owned  by  the  U.S.  Government  and 
are  available  for  domestic  and  possibly 
foreign  licensing  in  accordance  with 
the  licensing  policies  of  the  agency- 
sponsors. 

Copies  of  the  patents  cited  are  avail¬ 
able  from  the  Commissioner  of  Pat- 
-ents  and  Trademarks,  Washington, 


D.C.  20231,  for  50  cents  each.  Requests 
for  copies  of  patents  must  include  the 
patent  number. 

Copies  of  the  patent  applications 
can  be  purchased  from  the  National 
Technical  Information  Service  (NTIS), 
Springfield,  Va.  22161  for  $4  ($8  out¬ 
side  North  American  Continent).  Re¬ 
quests  for  copies  of  patent  applica¬ 
tions  must  include  the  PAT-APPL 
number.  Claims  are  deleted  from 
patent  application  copies  sold  to  the 
public  to  avoid  premature  disclosure  in 
the  event  of  an  interference  before  the 
Patent  and  Trademark  Office.  Claims 
and  other  technical  data  will  usually 
be  made  available  to  serious  prospec¬ 
tive  licensees  by  the  agency  which 
filed  the  case. 

Requests  for  licensing  information 
on  a  particular  invention  should  be  di¬ 
rected  to  the  address  cited  for  the 
agency-sponsor. 

Douglas  J.  Campion, 
Patent  Program  Coordinator, 
National  Technical  Informa¬ 
tion  Service. 

D.S.  Department  of  the  Air  Force,  A F/ 
JACP,  1900  Half  Street  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 20324 

Patent  Application  785,481:  Method  for 
Fabricating  MNOS  Memory  Circuits. 
Filed  April  7.  1977. 

Patent  Application  787,677  Catadioptric  Ob¬ 
jective.  Filed  April  14, 1977. 

Patent  Application  854,449:  Microwave 
Yttrium  Iron  Garnet  Power  Limiter  Using 
Electrically  Thin  Iris.  Filed  November  23, 
1977. 

Patent  Application  855,501:  Signal  Dynamic 
Range  Enhancement  System.  Filed  No¬ 
vember  28,  1977. 

Patent  Application  877,937:  Apparatus  for, 
and  Method  of.  Plunge  Grinding.  Filed 
February  15.  1978. 

Patent  4,074,563:  In-situ  Measurement  Ap¬ 
paratus.  Filed  October  12,  1976,  patented 
February  21,  1978.  Not  available  NTIS. 
Patent  4,074,568:  Fluidic  Oscillating  Jet  for 
High  Frequency  Gust  Tunnel.  Filed  May 
7,  1976,  patented  February  21,  1978.  Not 
available  NTIS. 

Patent  4,074,908:  Double  Acting  Dynamic 
Seal  with  E-Shaped  Spring  and  L-Shaped 
Seals.  Filed  March  9,  1977,  patented  Feb¬ 
ruary  21, 1978.  Not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  4,074,930:  Coaxial  Optical  System. 
Filed  January  28,  1976,  patented  February 
21.  1978.  Not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  4,075,929:  Three  Stage  Thrusting 
Device.  Filed  January  28,  1976,  patented 
February  28,  1978.  Not  available  NTIS. 
Patent  4,076,454:  Vortex  Generators  In 
Axial  Flow  Compressor.  Filed  June  25, 
1976,  patented  February  28,  1978.  Not 
available  NTIS. 

U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior,  Branch 
of  Patents,  400  7th  Street  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20590 

Patent  4,055,074:  Window  Method  for  Meas¬ 
uring  Leakage.  Filed  December  30,  1976, 
patented  October  25,  1977.  Not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  4,070,906:  Modified  Roof  Strain  Indi¬ 
cator.  Filed  December  15,  1976,  patented 
January  31, 1978.  Not  available  NTIS. 
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U.S.  Department  or  the  Navy,  Assistant 
Chief  for  Patents,  Office  of  Naval  Re¬ 
search.  Code  302,  Arlington,  Va.  22217 

Patent  Application  834,739:  A  Shock-Mount¬ 
ed,  Liquid  Cooled  Cold  Plate  Assembly. 
Piled  September  19,  1977. 

Patent  Application  837.342:  High-Accuracy 
Analog  Multipliers.  Filed  September  28, 

1977. 

Patent  Application  849,910:  An  Acoustic  Pe¬ 
riodic  Structure.  Piled  November  7,  1977. 
Patent  Application  860,670:  Composite  Low 
Frequency  Transducer.  Filed  December 
12.  1977. 

Patent  Application  861.148:  A  Two-Phase 
Control  System.  Filed  December  12,  1977. 
Patent  Application  863,362:  Method  for  De¬ 
termining  Conduction-Band  Edge  and 
Electron  Affinity  in  Semiconductors.  Filed 
December  22, 1977. 

Patent  Application  863,363:  Electro-Chemi¬ 
cal  Sensors  for  Gas  Detection  in  Electron 
Tubes.  Filed  December  22,  1977. 

Patent  Application  868,361:  Access  Coupler 
and  Duplex  Coupler  for  Single  Multimode 
Fiber  Transmission  Line.  Filed  January 
10, 1978. 

Patent  Application  868,364:  Investigation  of 
Near-Surface  Electronic  Properties  in 
Semiconductors  by  Electron  Beam  Scan¬ 
ning.  Filed  December  22,  1977. 

Patent  Application  871,573:  Comer  Fed 
Electric  Microstrip  Dipole  Antenna.  Filed 
January  23, 1978. 

Patent  Application  878,629:  Analog  and 
Digital  Circuit  Tester.  Filed  February  17, 

1978. 

Patent  Application  879,925:  Flexible  Printed 
Circuit  Board  Assembly.  Filed  February 
22,  1978. 

Patent  Application  883,569:  Optical  Image 
Modifier.  Filed  March  6.  1978. 

[FR  Doc.  78-19993  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  ami 


[3510-17] 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

FEDERAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON  REGIONAL 
ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT 

Agenda  and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  given  that  a  meeting  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Council  on  Regional 
Economic  Development  will  be  held  on 
Friday.  August  18,  1978,  at  9  a.m.  to  12 
noon,  in  Room  4830,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

The  Federal  Advisory  Council  was 
established  pursuant  to  Executive 
Order  11386.  The  Council  is  a  cabinet- 
level  committee  composed  of  those 
Federal  agencies  most  concerned  with 


economic  development.  Among  its  re¬ 
sponsibilities,  the  Council  advises  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce,  who  is 
Chairperson  of  the  Council,  in  her 
review  of  the  long-range  economic  de¬ 
velopment  plans  prepared  by  the  Title 
V  Regional  Action  Planning  Commis¬ 
sions. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to 
discuss  the  long-range  economic  devel¬ 
opment  plan  submitted  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Commerce  by  the  Coastal 
Plains  Regional  Commission.  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  review  procedures 
adopted  by  the  Council,  the  Coastal 
Plains  development  plan  has  been  cir¬ 
culated  to  the  members  for  their 
review. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  meet¬ 
ing  should  contact  the  Executive  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Council,  Office  of  Re¬ 
gional  Economic  Coordination,  Room 
2092,  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  D.C.  20230,  telephone 
202-377-5174. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  July  14, 
1978. 

Lawrence  O.  Houstoun,  Jr., 
Acting  Special  Assistant  to  the 
Secretary  for  Regional  Eco¬ 
nomic  Coordination. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20111  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  ami 


[3128-01] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
MANDATORY  OIL  IMPORT  PROGRAM 

OH  Import  Allocations  and  Licensing  May  V, 
1978  Through  June  30,  1978 

Release  No.  1 

In  the  interest  of  keeping  the  public 
informed  of  all  regulatory  activities, 
the  Economic  Regulatory  Administra¬ 
tion  (ERA)  is  initiating  publication  of 
a  monthly  report  covering  all  oil 
import  allocations  and  licensing.  This 
initial  report  covers  the  period  May  1, 
1978  through  June  30,  1978. 

In  accordance  with  Presidential 
Proclamation  3279,  as  amended,  the 
fee-exempt  allocations  made  for  the 
allocation  period  May  1,  1978  through 
April  30,  1979  are  35  percent  of  the 


calendar  year  1973  levels.  These  allo¬ 
cations  are  listed  for  the  appropriate 
sections  of  10  CFR  213  under  which 
the  allocations  are  made. 

Also  published  is  a  tabulation  of  all 
fee  paid  crude  and  product  licenses 
issued  since  May  1,  1978  and  a  listing 
of  the  sale  and  reassignment  of  fee- 
exempt  licenses  in  the  current  alloca¬ 
tion  period. 

Dated;  July  13, 1978. 

Barton  R.  House, 
Assistant  Administrator,  Fuels 
Regulation,  Economic  Regula¬ 
tory  Administration. 

Index 

Table  and  Title 

1  Fee-exempt  allocations  based  on  petro¬ 
chemical  plant  capacity— 10  CFR  213.9. 

2  Fee-exempt  allocations  based  on  petro¬ 
chemical  exports— 10  CFR  213.10. 

3A  Feeexempt  allocations  based  on  pro¬ 
duction  of  petrochemical  feedstocks  in 
heavy  liquid  plants— 10  CFR  213.11. 

3B  Feeexempt  allocations  based  on  pro¬ 
duction  of  petrochemical  feedstocks 
from  other  than  heavy  liquid  plants— 10 
CFR  213.11. 

4  Fee-exempt  allocations  based  on  refining 
capacity  Districts  I-IV-10  CFR  213.12. 

5  Fee-exempt  allocations  based  on  refining 
capacity  Districts  V— 10  CFR  213.13. 

6  Fee-exempt  allocations  to  import  residu¬ 
al  fuel  oil  into  District  I— 10  CFR  213.15. 

7  Fee-exempt  allocations  for  imports  of 

Canadian  oil  based  on  exchange  for  do¬ 
mestic  oil— 10  CFR  213.28  (b).  (c). 

8  Fee-exempt  allocations  based  on  new,  ex¬ 
panded,  and  reactivated  refining  capac¬ 
ity-10  CFR  213.29. 

Fee-exempt  allocations  based  on  new,  ex¬ 
panded,  and  reactivated  petrochemical 
plant  capacity— 10  CFR  213.30. 

10  Fee-exempt  allocations  for  importation 
of  low  sulphur  residual  fuel  oil  into  Dis¬ 
trict  V— 10  CFR  213.32. 

11  Fee-exempt  allocations  for  importation 
of  unfinished  oils  from  Canada— 10  CFR 

213.33. 

12  Fee-exempt  allocations  for  importation 
of  No.  2  fuel  oil  into  District  I— 10  CFR 

213.34. 

13  Fee-exempt  allocations  for  imports  of 
crude  and  unfinished  oils  from  Mexico- 
10  CFR  213.37. 

14  Fee-exempt  allocations  of  imports  into 
Puerto  Rico-10  CFR  213.20,  213.21  and 
Section  9  of  Presidential  Proclamation 
3279,  as  amended. 

15  Sales  of  fee-exempt  licenses— 10  CFR 
213.22. 

16  Fee-paid  licenses  issued— 10  CFR  213.35. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  43,  NO.  140— THURSDAY,  JULY  20,  1978 


NOTICES 


31193 


TABLE  1 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

OFFICE  OF  OIL  IMPORTS 

ALLOCATION  MAY  1,  1978  -  APRIL  30,  1979 
CRUDE  AND  UNFINISHED  OILS  -  PETROCHEMICAL  PLANT 
DISTRICT  I-IV 

(SEC.  9) 

1977 

INPUTS 

ALLOCATION 

COMPANY 

ADDRESS 

B/CD 

B/CD 

ALLIED 

HOUSTON,  TX 

11232 

440 

AMERICAN  CYANAMID 

WAYNE,  NJ 

1601 

63 

AMERICAN  PCTROFINA 

DALLAS,  TX 

5375 

211 

ARCO  CHEMICAL 

LOS  ANGELES,  CA 

8856 

347 

ASHLAND 

ASHLAND,  KY 

8650 

339 

BASF 

PARSIPPANY,  NJ 

6351 

249 

BORG-WARNER 

PARKERSBURG,  WV 

3281 

128 

CABOT 

BOSTON,  MA 

5457 

214 

CELANESE 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

20804 

616 

CHEMPLEX 

ROLLING  MEADOWS,  IL 

18974 

744 

CHEVRON 

SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA 

232 

9 

CALCASIEU 

TULSA,  OK 

3360  • 

132 

CITIES  SERVICE 

TULSA,  OK 

11824 

463 

CLARK 

MILWAUKEE,  WI 

715 

28 

CONTINENTAL 

HOUSTON,  TX 

24449 

958 

COASTAL  STATES 

CORPUS  CHRISTI,  TX 

3663 

144 

DOW 

MIDLAND,  MI 

123606 

4845 

DUPONT 

WILMINGTON,  DE 

22044 

864 

EL  PASO  CO 

HOUSTON,  TX 

6312 

247 

EL  PASO-  DART  DRUG 

HOUSTON,  TX 

15999 

627 

ETHYL 

BATON  ROUGE,  LA 

3960 

783 

EXXON 

HOUSTON,  TX 

1859 

73 

FIRESTONE 

AKRON,  OH 

5211 

204 

GENERAL  TIRE 

AKRON,  OH 

420 

16 

GETTY 

LOS  ANGELES,  CA 

733 

29 

GETTY  -  UNION 

LOS  ANGELES,  CA 

872 

34 

GOODRICH 

CLEVELAND,  OH 

15852 

621 

GOODYEAR 

AKRON  OH 

1712 

67 

GULF 

PITTSBURGH,  PA 

21749 

853 

HERCULES 

WILMINGTON,  DE 

12347 

484 

MARATHON 

FINDLAY,  OH 

1356 

53 

MOBIL 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

288 

11 

MONSANTO 

HOUSTON,  TX 

4493 

176 

NATIONAL  DISTILLERS 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

11606 

455 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS 

DES  PLAINES,  IL 

24381 

956 

NOVAMONT 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

1361 

53 

OLIN 

STAMFORD,  CN 

2217 

87 

OXIRANE 

PASADENA,  TX  ' 

10764 

422 

PETRO  TEX 

HOUSTON,  TX 

4656 

182 

PHILLIPS 

BARTLESVILLE,  OK 

28078 

1101 

PPG 

PITTSBURGH,  PA 

8792 

345 

PUBLICKER 

PHILADELPHIA,  PA 

2169 

85 

ROHM  f,  HAAS 

PHILADELPHIA,  PA 

2655 

104 

SHELL 

HOUSTON,  TX 

6139 

•  241 

SOLVAY-SOLTEX 

HOUSTON,  TX 

8418 

330 

STANDARD- INDIAN A 

CHICAGO,  IL 

5276 

207 

STANDARD-OHIO 

CLEVELAND,  OH 

5475 

215 

SUN 

PHILADELPHIA,  PA 

3377 

132 

TEXACO 

WHITE  PLAINS,  NY 

11942 

468 

TEXAS- EASTMAN  KODAK 

LONGVIEW,  TX 

37133 

1,456 

TEXAS-U . S .  CHEMICAL 

PORT  NOCHES,  TX 

6554 

257 

UNION  CARBIDE 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

89543 

3,700 

USS  CHEMICALS 

PITTSBURGH,  PA 

789 

31 

DISTRICT  V 

ALLIED 

HOUSTON,  TX 

294 

12 

ASHLAND 

ASHLAND,  KY 

677 

28 

CHEVRON 

SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA 

3036 

128 

CONTINENTAL 

HOUSTON,  TX 

833 

35 

FIRESTONE 

AKRON,  OH 

52 

2 

KALAMA 

KALAMA,  WA 

900 

37 

SHELL 

HOUSTON,  TX 

281 

12 

UNION  CARBIDE 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

5186 

216 
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NOTICES 


TABLE  2 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
OFFICE  OF  OIL  IMPORTS 
ALLOCATION  MAY  1,  1978  -  APRIL  30,  1979* 

CRUDE  AND  UNFINISHED  OILS  -  PETROCHEMICAL  EXPORTS  (SEC.  10)** 
_ DISTRICT  I-IV _ 

QUALIFIED 


COMPANY 

ADDRESS 

CARBON  i,  HYDROGEN 
LBS. 

ALLOCATIOt- 
TOTAL  BBL£ 

ALLIED 

HOUSTON,  TX 

68,990,682 

344,953 

AMERICAN  CYANAMID 

WAYNE,  NJ 

,  11,908,000 

59,540 

ARCO 

LOS  ANGELES,  CA 

116,625,000 

583,125 

ASHLAND 

ASHLAND,  KY 

11,805,800 

59,029 

BASF 

PARSIPPANY,  NJ 

53,384,000 

266,920 

BORG-WARNER 

PARKERSBURG,  WV 

10,192,000 

50,960 

CABOT 

BOSTON,  MA 

10,760,920 

53,805 

CELANESE 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

182,467,000 

912,335 

CHEMPLEX 

ROLLING  MEADOWS,  IL 

.  14,876,100 

74,381 

CHEVRON 

SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA 

84,446,000 

422,230 

CITGO 

TULSA,  OK 

18,015,021 

90,075 

COASTAL  STATES 

CORPUS  CHRI3TI,  TX 

17,851,175 

89,256 

CONTINENTAL 

HOUSTON,  TX 

29,371,900 

446,860 

DART  INDUSTRIES 

LOS  ANGELES,  CA 

34,514,859 

172,574 

DON 

MIDLAND,  MI 

690,871,000 

3,454,355 

DUPONT 

WILMINGTON,  DE 

222,166,000 

1,110,930 

ETHYL 

BATON  ROUGE,  LA 

40,327,000 

201,635 

EXXON 

HOUSTON,  TX 

281,156,000 

1,405,780 

FIRESTONE 

AKRON,  OH 

33,919,381 

169,597 

B.F.  GOODRICH 

CLEVELAND,  OH 

63,809,000 

319,045 

GOODYEAR 

AKRON,  OH 

24,623,760 

123,119 

GULF 

HOUSTON,  TX 

49,782,000 

248,910 

MOBIL 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

159,889,920 

799,450 

MONSANTO 

HOUSTON,  TX 

317,076,000 

1,585,360 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS 

DES  PLAINES,  IL 

58,895,000 

294,475 

NOVAMONT 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

906,665 

4,533 

OX I RAN E 

PASADENA,  TX 

17,162,191 

85,811 

PETRO-TEX 

HOUSTON,  TX 

937,000 

4,685 

PHILLIPS 

BARTLESVILLE,  OK 

54,789,200 

273,946 

PPG 

PITTSBURGH,  PA 

22,611,000 

113,055 

ROHM  &  HAAS 

PHILADELPHIA,  PA 

33,173,300 

165,867 

SHELL 

HOUSTON,  TX 

295,329,000 

1,476,645 

SOLVAY-SOLTEX 

HOUSTON,  TX 

20,652,000 

103,260 

STANDARD- INDIANA 

CHICAGO,  IL 

247,126,000 

1,235,630 

SOHIO 

CLEVELAND,  OH 

5,882,500 

29,412 

SUN 

PHILADELPHIA,  PA 

81,771,528 

408,858 

TEXACO 

WHITE  PLAINS,  NY 

37,950,000 

189,750 

TEXAS  EASTMAN 

LONGVIEW,  TX 

43,781,000 

218,905 

TEXAS  U.S.  CHEMICAL 

PORT  NECHES,  TX 

6,725,000 

33,625 

UNION  CARBIDE 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

219,475,900 

1,097,380 

UNION  OIL 

LOS  ANGELES,  CA 

12,935,000 

64,675 

DISTRICT  V 


CHEVRON 

SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA 

124,490,000 

622,450 

DOW 

MIDLAND,  MI 

4,954,000 

24,770 

FIRESTONE 

AKRON,  OH 

590,276 

2,951 

B.F.  GOODRICH 

CLEVELAND,  OH 

3,534,000 

17,670 

SHELL 

HOUSTON,  TX 

3,912,000 

9,560 

UNION  CARBIDE 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

3,656,900 

16,284 

*  Licenses  issued  are  for  calendar  year  1978 

**  These  allocations  are  outside  the  levels  as  set  forth  in  Section  2  of 
Presidential  Proclamation  3279,  as  amended,  but  are  in  accordance 
with  Section  4(b)(1)  of  the  Proclamation. 
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TABLE  3A 

|  U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

OFFICE  OF  OIL  IMPORTS 
ALLOCATION  MAY  1,  1978  -  APRIL  30,  1979 
CRUDE  AND  UNFINISHED  OILS  (SECTION  213.11) 
HEAVY  LIQUID  PLANTS 
DISTRICTS  I  -  IV 


1977  INPUTS 


COMPANY 

TOTAL  NET  WEIGHT 
OF  QUALIFIED 
HYDROCARBONS 

M  LBS 

TOTAL  WEIGHT  OF 
HYDROCARBON  FEED¬ 
STOCK  M  LBS 

QUANTITY  OF 
HEAVY  LIQUID 
FEEDSTOCK 

BBLS 

ALLOCAT 

B/CD 

EXXON 

3,244,896 

5,646,725 

18,386,834 

10,13. 

GULF 

1,155,151 

2,834,776 

10,902,915 

4 , 26i 

MONSANTO 

1,966,171 

3,440,399 

11,514,406 

6,311 

PHILLIPS 

238,593 

764,628 

3,106,915 

93C 

SHELL 

132,338 

174,303 

655,175 

47", 

STD.  OF  IND. 

1,812,937 

3,951,231 

10,222,738 

5 , 73S 

TABLE  3B 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
OFFICE  OF  OIL  IMPORTS 
ALLOCATION  MAY  1,  1978  -  APRIL  30,  1979 
CRUDE  AND  UNFINISHED  OILS  (SECTION  213.11) 
OTHER  THAN  HEAVY  LIQUID  PLANTS 

DISTRICTS  I-IV _ 


1977  INPUTS 
NET  WEIGHT  OF 

HYDROCARBON  MATERIALS  ALLOCATIO; 


COMPANY 

ADDRESS 

LBS 

TOTAL  3/0 

AMERICAN  PETROFINA 

DALLAS,  TX 

156,637,044 

501 

ARCO 

LOS  ANGELES,  CA 

1,618,099,800 

5,172 

EXXON 

HOUSTON,  TX 

2,631,246,000 

8,410 

GULF 

PITTSBURGH,  PA 

788,929,000 

2,522 

MOBIL 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

232,350,000 

524 

PHILLIPS 

BARTLESVILLE,  OK 

592,112,000 

1,893 

SHELL 

HOUSTON,  TX 

4,407,215,000 

14,087 

STANDARD-CALIFORNIA 

SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA 

205,838,000 

658 

STANDARD- INDIANA 

CHICAGO,  IL 

1,817,093,000 

5,808 

TEXACO 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

758,802,000 

2,425 

UNION 

PALATINE,  IL 

157,406,000 

503 

DISTRICT  V 

ARCO 

LOS  ANGELES,  CA 

99,145,000 

317 

SHELL 

HOUSTON,  TX 

130,121,000 

416 

STANDARD-CALIFORNIA 

SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA 

188,625,000 

603 

31195 
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NOTICES 


TABLE  4 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
OFFICE  OF  OIL  IMPORTS 
ALLOCATION  MAY  1,  1978  -  APRIL  30,  1979 
CRUDE  AND  UNFINISHED  OILS  -  REFINERY  (SEC.  12) 
DISTRICT  I  -  IV _ 


COMPANY 

ADDRESS 

1977 

INPUTS 

B/CD 

AGWAY  INC 

SYRACUSE,  NY 

59138 

ALLIED  MATERIALS  INC 

OKLAHOMA  CITY,  OK 

3734 

AMERADA  HESS  CORP 

WOODBRIDGE,  NJ 

363936 

AMERICAN  PETROFINA 

DALLAS,  TX 

125562 

ANCHOR  GASOLINE 

TULSA,  OK 

4615 

APCO  OIL  CORP 

OKLAHOMA  CITY,  OK 

35755 

ASAMERA  OIL  COPR 

DENVER,  CO 

13223 

ASHLAND  OIL  INC 

ASHLAND,  KY 

351747 

ATLANTIC  RICHFIELD 

LOS  ANGELES,  CA 

319031 

CALUMET  INDUSTRIES 

CHICAGO,  IL 

1939 

CANADIAN  HYDROCARBONS 

MINOT,  ND 

7915 

CARIBOU  FOUR  CORNERS 

AFTON,  WY 

6528 

CHARTER  OIL  CO 

JACKSONVILLE,  FL 

65006 

CHEVRON  USA  INC 

SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA 

409690 

CITIES  SERVICE  CO 

TULSA,  OK 

259053 

CLAIBORNE  GASOLINE  CO 

DALLAS,  TX 

4757 

CLARK  OIL  &  REFINING 

MILWAUKEE,  WI 

58618 

COASTAL  STATES  GAS 

CORPUS  CHRISTI,  TX 

142829 

CONTINENTAL  OIL  CO 

HOUSTON,  TX 

277854 

CROSS  OIL  &  REFINING 

CHICAGO,  IL 

4864 

CROWN  CENTRAL  PETROLEUM 

BALTIMORE,  MD 

98348 

CRYSTAL  OIL  CO 

SHREVEPORT,  LA 

10822 

DEVON  CORP 

OKLAHOMA  CITY,  OK 

1967 

DIAMOND  SHAMROCK  CORP 

AMARILLO,  TX 

53068 

DORCHESTER  GAS  CORP 

AMARILLO,  TX 

25220 

EARTH  RESOURCES  CO 

DALLAS,  TX 

26557 

EDDY  REFINING  CO 

HOUSTON,  TX 

1978 

ENERGY  COOPERATIVE  INC 

LONG  GROVE,  IL 

118088 

ESMARK  INC 

CHICAGO,  IL 

28723 

EXXON  CORP 

HOUSTON,  TX 

1075964 

FARMERS  UNION  CENTRAL  EX. 

ST.  PAUL,  MN 

34738 

FARMLAND  INDUSTRIES 

KANSAS  CITY,  MO 

53754 

FLINT  CHEMICAL  CO 

DETROIT,  MI 

703 

GARY  OPERATING  CO 

ENGLEWOOD,  CO 

4761 

GETTY  OIL  CO 

LOS  ANGELES,  CA 

224068 

GLADIEUX  REFINERY  INC 

FORT  WAYNE,  IN 

2615 

GOOD  HOPE  INDUSTRIES 

SPRINGFIELD,  MA 

21879 

GULF  OIL  CORP 

PITTSBURGH,  PA 

769383 

GULF  STATES  OIL  6  REF 

HOUSTON,  TX 

360 

HASSIE  HUNT  INC 

DALLAS,  TX 

463 

HOLLY  CORP 

ARTESIA,  NM 

17842 

HOWELL  CORP 

SAN  ANTONIO,  TX 

3286 

HUDSON  REFINING 

Pushing,  ok 

16264 

HUNT  OIL  CO 

DALLAS,  TX 

15009 

HUSKY  OIL.  CO 

DENVER,  CO 

41920 

INDEPENDENT  REFINING  CO 

HOUSTON,  TX 

11825 

INDIANA  FARM  BUREAU 

MI.  VERNON,  IN 

13472 

KENCO  REFINING  INC 

SAN  ANTONIO,  TX 

2500 

KENTUCKY  OIL  &  REF 

BETSY  LAYNE,  KY 

437 

KERR-MCGEE  CORP 

OKLAHOMA  CITY,  OK 

93268 

KOCH  INDUSTRIES  INC 

WICHITA,  KA 

96397 

LAKESIDE  REFINING  CO 

KALAMAZOO,  MI 

4783 

LAKETON  ASPHALT  REF 

EVANSVILLE,  IN 

6916 

LITTLE  AMERICA  REF 

CHEYENNE,  WY 

43574 

MACMILLAN  RING-FREE  OIL 

LOS  ANGELES,  CA 

3610 

MARATHON  OIL  CO 

FIND'LAY,  OH 

277222 

MARION  CORP 

TULSA,  OK 

12309 

MOBIL  OIL  CORP 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

652536 

MURPHY  OIL  CORP 

EL  DORADO,  AR 

95735 

NATIONAL  COOP  REF  ASSN 

mcpherson,  ka 

45602 

NORTH  AMERICAN  PET  CORP 

ABILENE,  TX 

2910 

OKC  CORP 

DALLAS ,  TX  , 

21873 

ALLOCATION 

B/CD 


5798 

672 

16704 

9183 

831 

4323 

2149 

16319 

15287 

350 

1426 

1176 

6169 

18147 

13395 

857 
5766 
9729 

13988 

876 

8272 

1890 

354 

5416 

3445 

3804 

356 

8947 

3822 

39168 

4259 

5459 

127 

858 
12292 

471 

3083 

29496 

65 

83 

2648 

592 

2477 

2342 

4112 

1998 

2176 

451 

79 

7952 

8150 

862 

1246 

4817 

650 

13966 

2105 

25809 

8108 

4945 

524 

3083 
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TABLE  4  (Continued) 

ALLOCATION  MAY  1,  1978  -  APRIL  30,  1979 
CRUDE  AND  UNFINISHED  OILS  -  REFINERY  (SEC.  12) 
DISTRICT  I-IV _  _ 


COMPANY 

ADDRESS 

1977 

INPUTS 

B/CD 

PENNZOIL  COMPANY 

HOUSTON,  TX 

29926 

PESTER  CORP 

EL  DORADO,  KA 

19452 

PETROLEUM  SYSTEMS  &  REF 

EULESS,  TX 

2104 

PHILLIPS  PETROLEUM 

BARTLESVILLE,  OK  • 

298731 

QUAKER  STATE  OIL  REF 

OIL  CITY,  PA 

19523 

SAGE  CREEK  REFINING  CO 

COWLEY,  WY 

292 

SEATRAIN  LINES  INC 

ABILENE,  TX 

11436 

SEMINOLE  ASPHALT  REF 

ST.  MARKS,  FL 

2971 

SHELL  OIL  CO 

HOUSTON,  TX 

840401 

SOMERSET  OIL  INC 

SOMERSET,  KY 

4056 

SOUTH  HAMPTON  CO 

SILSBEE,  TX 

1882 

SOUTHERN  UNION  CO 

DALLAS,  TX 

4892 

STANDARD  OIL  OF  IND. 

CHICAGO,  IL 

948014 

STANDARD  OIL  OF  OH. 

CLEVELAND,  OH 

328057 

SUBURBAN  PROPANE  GAS 

WHIPPANY,  NJ 

4527 

SUN  OIL  CO 

PHILADELPHIA,  PA 

459875 

TENNECO  INC 

HOUSTON,  TX 

78038 

TESORO  PETROLEUM  CORP 

SAN  ANTONIO,  TX 

9757 

TEXACO  INC 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

859687 

TEXAS  AMERICAN  OIL  CORP 

MIDLAND,  TX 

7915 

TEXAS  EASTERN  TRANSMISS 

HOUSTON,  TX 

23722 

THRIFTWAY  CO 

FARMINGTON,  NM 

2582 

TONKAWA  REFINING  CO 

OKLAHOMA  CITY,  OK 

3724 

TOSCO  CORP 

LOS  ANGLES,  CA 

38125 

TOTAL  PETROLEUM  NA  LT 

ALMA,  MI 

31388 

UNION  OIL  OF  CA 

PALATINE,  IL 

255509 

UNION  PACIFIC  CORP 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

72253 

UNITED  REFINING  CO 

WARREN,  PA 

28967 

VGS  CORP 

YA200  CITY,  MS 

12607 

VULCAN  ASPHALT  REF  CO 

CORDOVA,  AL 

1995 

WARRIOR  ASPHALT  CO 

TUSCALOOSA,  AL 

2052 

WINSTON  REFINING  CO 

FORT  WORTH,  TX 

10813 

WIREBACK  OIL  CO  INC 

PLYMOUTH,  IL 

51 

WITCO  CHEMICAL  CORP 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

4941 

WYOMING  REFINERY  DIV 

DENVER,  CO 

6785 

YOUNG  REFINING  CORP 

DOUGLASVILLE,  GA 

1961 

TOTAL 

10,980,054 

ALLOCATION 

B/CD 


3952 

2822 

379 

14647 

2829 

52 

1957 

536 

31736 

731 

339 

882 

35131 

15572 

815 

19730 

6991 

1758 

32344 

1426 

3283 

465 

671 

4473 

4047 

13283 

6626 

3849 

2083 

360 

369 

1890 

9 

890 

1222 

354 

593,009 
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NOTICES 

TABLE  5 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
OFFICE  OF  OIL  IMPORTS 
ALLOCATION  MAY  1,  1978  -  APRIL  30,  1979 
CRUDE  AND  UNFINISHED  OILS  -  REFINERY  (SEC.  213.13) 
DISTRICT  V _ 


1977 

INPUTS 

ALLOCATION 

COMPANY 

ADDRESS 

B/CD 

B/CD 

ATLANTIC  RICHFIELD 

LOS  ANGELES,  CA 

254,072 

14,383 

BEACON  OIL 

HANFORD,  CA 

12,100 

4,506 

CHEVRON  USA 

SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA 

378,078 

18,787 

COASTAL  STATES 

HOUSTON,  TX 

24,832 

5,871 

CONTINENTAL  OIL 

HOUSTON,  TX 

35,043 

6,604 

EDGINGTON  OIL 

LONG  BEACH,  CA 

21,450 

5,508 

EXXON 

HOUSTON,  TX 

90,296 

8,567 

FLETCHER  OIL  fc  REF. 

WILMINGTON,  CA 

17,916 

5,130 

GUAM  OIL  &  REF. 

DALLAS,  TX 

29,176 

6,337 

GULF 

PITTSBURGH,  PA 

46,250 

7,002 

KALAMA  CHEMICAL 

KALAMA,  WA 

4,224 

1,808 

KERN  COUNTY  REF. 

BAKERSFIELD,  CA 

10,899 

4,377 

MACMILLAN  RING-FREE 

LOS  ANGELES,  CA 

8,338 

3,569 

MOBIL  OIL 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

156,871 

10,931 

OXNARD  REF. 

OXNARD,  CA 

989 

424 

PAULEY  PETROLEUM 

LOS  ANGELES,  CA 

5,373 

2,300 

POWERINE  OIL 

LOS  ANGELES,  CA 

23,977 

5,779 

RESERVE  OIL  fc  GAS 

LOS  ANGELES,  CA 

20,668 

5,425 

ROAD  OIL  SALES 

BAKERSFIELD,  CA 

158 

68 

SABRE  REF. 

BAKERSFIELD,  CA 

2,906 

1,244 

SAN  JOAQUIN  REF. 

BAKERSFIELD,  CA 

11,983 

4,494 

SHELL 

HOUSTON,  TX 

254,324 

14,392 

SUNLAND  REF. 

LOS  ANGELES,  CA 

3,936 

1,685 

TESORO  PETROLEUM 

SAN  ANTONIO,  TX 

20,227 

5,377 

TEXACO 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

72,811 

7,945 

THAGARD  OIL 

SOUTH  GATE,  CA 

7,462 

3,195 

TOSCO 

LOS  ANGELES,  CA 

123,830 

9,757 

ULTRAMAR 

MT.  KISCO,  NY 

10,583 

4,344 

UNION  OIL  OF  CA 

PALATINE,  IL 

181,305 

11,799 

UNION  PACIFIC 

•NEW  YORK,  NY 

29,979 

6,422 

US  OIL  &  REF. 

TACOMA,  WA 

9,767 

4,181 

WEST  COAST  OIL 

OILDALE,  CA 

15,206 

4,839 

WITCO  CHEMICAL 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

8,221 

3,519 

TOTAL 

1,893,250 

200,569 

TABLE  6 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
OFFICE  OF  OIL  IMPORTS 
ALLOCATION  MAY  1,  1978  -  APRIL  30,  1979 
RESIDUAL  FUEL  OIL  IMPORTS  SECTION  213.15 
DISTRICT  I 


ALLOCATION 


COMPANY 

ADDRESS 

B/CD 

AMERADA  HESS 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

195,569 

ASHLAND  OIL 

ASHLAND,  KY 

26,727 

ASIATIC  PETROLEUM 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

34,771 

ATLANTIC  RICHFIELD 

LOS  ANGELES,  CA 

6,519 

AUGSBURY 

OGDENSBURG,  NY 

4  78 

BLUE  RIDGE  FUEL 

BRONX,  NY 

4,345 

CASTLE  COAL  i  OIL 

BRONX,  NY 

4,238 

CENTRAL  PETROLEUM 

BRONX,  NY 

1,956 
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TABLE  6  (Continued) 

ALLOCATION  MAY  lf  1978  -  APRIL  30,  1979 
RESIDUAL  FUEL  OIL  IMPORTS  SECTION  213.15 
_ DISTRICT  I 


ALLOCATION 


COMPANY 

ADDRESS 

B/CD 

CHEVRON  USA 

SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA 

9,779 

CIBRO  PETROLEUM  BKLYN 

BRONX,  NY 

21,730 

COASTAL  STATES  GAS 

HOUSTON,  TX 

46,969 

COLONIAL  OIL  IND. 

.  JACKSONVILLE,  FL 

7,604 

CONTINENTAL  OIL 

HOUSTON,  TX 

26,250 

DEEPWATER  OIL  TERMINALS 

QUINCY,  MA 

3,097 

DEFENSE  FUEL  SUPPLY  CENTER 

ALEXANDRIA,  VA 

3,919 

EASTERN  OF  NJ 

JERSEY  CITY,  NJ 

3,325 

ELM  CITY  FILLING  STATIONS 

NEW  HAVEN,  CT 

5,432 

EXXON 

HOUSTON,  TX 

130,380 

GETTY  OIL 

LOS  ANGELES,  CA 

3,967 

GULF  OIL 

PITTSBURGH,  PA 

32,595 

HARTWELL  H  N  6  SON 

BOSTON,  MA 

2,172 

HOWARD  OIL 

MASPETE,  NY 

20,916 

HYDROCARBON  IND. 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

5,171 

IRVING  OIL 

BANGOR,  MB 

1,087 

A.  JOHNSON  &  CO. 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

29,879 

KAISER  TRADING 

OAKLAND,  CA 

1,303 

KERR-MCGEE 

OKLAHOMA  CITY,  OK 

870 

KOCH  INDUSTRIES 

WICHITA,  KA 

6,519 

MACMILLAN  RING- FREE 

LOS  ANGELES,  CA 

11,952 

METROPOLITAN 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

28,250 

MOBIL  OIL 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

16,276 

NEW  ENGLAND 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

108,650 

R.  B.  NEWMAN 

TONAWANDA,  NY 

653 

NORTHEAST  PETROLEUM 

CHELSEA,  MA 

13,038 

NORTHVILLE  INDUSTRIES 

MELVILLE,  NY 

5,651 

PETROLEUM  HEAT  &  POWER  OF 

CT 

STAMFORD,  CT 

5,215 

PETROLEUM  HEAT  &  POWER  OF 

PA 

PHILADELPHIA,  PA 

2,390 

PUBLICKER  INDUSTIRBS 

PHILADELPHIA,  PA 

1,412 

RICO  PETROLEUM 

HOUSTON,  TX 

3,967 

SEARS  OIL 

ROME,  NY 

2,172 

SHELL 

HOUSTON,  TX 

3,256 

STANDARD  OIL  INDIANA 

CHICAGO,  IL 

10,865 

STANDARD  OF  OHIO 

CLEVELAND,  OH 

5,946 

STEUART  PETROLEUM 

WASHINGTON,  D.C. 

15,971 

SUN  OIL 

PHILADELPHIA,  PA 

5,975 

SWANN  OIL 

BALA  CYNWYD,  PA 

10,562 

A.  TARRICONE 

YONKERS,  NY 

1,629 

TENNECO 

HOUSTON,  TX 

1,564 

TEXACO 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

70,626 

ULTRAMAR  CO  LTD 

MT.  KISCO,  NY 

27,162 

UNION  OIL  CA. 

PALATINE,  IL 

2,716 

Wallace  6  Wallace 

ST.  ALBANS,  NY 

3,259 

WYATT 

NEW  HAVEN,  CT 

16,211 

TOTAL  1,014,979 
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TABLE  7 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
OFFICE  OF  OIL  IMPORTS 
ALLOCATION  MAY  1,  1978  -  APRIL  30,  1979 

CANADIAN  CRUDE  OIL  -  Exchange  of  Material  Not 
Allocated  Under  Part  214.  Section  213.28(b) 


COMPANY 


EXCHANGE  VOLUME  LICENSED 
ADDRESS  _ TOTAL  BARRELS 


CONTINENTAL  OIL 
FARMERS  UNION 

CENTRAL  EXCHANGE 
MURPHY  OIL 
SUN  PETROLEUM 
PRODUCTS 

THUNDERBIRD  (CANADIAN 
HYDROCARBONS) 


HOUSTON,  TX 
ST.  PAUL,  MN 

EL  DORADO,  ARK 
PHILADELPHIA,  PA 

MINOT,  ND 


3,650,000 
6,570,00 0 

1,095,000 

5,475,000 

730,000 


CANADIAN  CRUDE  OIL  (Not  allocated  under  Part 
214  and  not  the  subject  of  fee-exempt 
exchange)  Section  213.28(c) 


COMPANY  ADDRESS  TOTAL  BARRELS 

CONSUMERS  POWER  JACKSON,  MI  450,000 

TABLE  8 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
OFFICE  OF  OIL  IMPORTS 
ALLOCATION  MAY  1,  1978  -  APRIL  30,  1979 
CRUDE  AND  UNFINISHED  OILS  -  REFINERY  (SEC.  29)* 


PLANT 

ON-STREAM 

TTn 

INPUTS 

ALLOCATI 

COMPANY 

LOCATION 

DATE 

B/CD 

TOTAL  BE 

AGWAY 

TEXAS  CITY,  TX 

4-28-74 

14,356 

3,929,9 

m 

M 

4-25-78 

37,603 

10,293,7 

ALLIED  MATERIALS 

STROUD,  OK 

9-1-73 

1,366 

374,1 

AMERADA  HESS 

ST.  CROIX,  VI 

8-1-73 

78,206 

21,409,0 

M 

N 

6-20-74 

154,410 

42,269,9 

AMERICAN  PETROFINA 

PORT  ARTHUR,  TX 

8-12-73 

11,424 

3,127,3. 

APCO 

CYRIL,  OK 

6-1-75 

2,666 

730,01 

ASAMERA  OIL  (U.S) 

COMMERCE  CITY,  CO 

7-1-73 

4236 

1,159,61 

ATLANTIC  RICHFIELD 

HOUSTON,  TX 

8-5-76 

157,150 

44,638,7*. 

« 

PHILADELPHIA,  PA 

11-24-73 

10,025 

2,744,43 

« 

HOUSTON,  TX 

2-8-78 

41,000 

11,223,75 

M 

CARSON,  CA 

6-22-77 

15,817 

4,102,23 

BOSWELL 

MT.  AIRY,  LA 

5-16-77 

10,069 

2,756,48 

BRUIN 

ST.  JAMES,  LA 

10-1-77 

9,796 

2,400,60 

CALCASIEU  REF. 

CALCASIEU  PARISH,  LA 

8-10-77 

4,565 

1,208,15 

CHEVRON 

PASCAGOULA,  MI 

7-1-75 

65,141 

17,832,44 

M 

PERTH  AMBOY,  NJ 

4-15-76 

76,822 

21,030,20 

M 

RICHMOND,  CA 

7-1-76 

152,696 

40,824,88 

m 

EL  SEGUNDO,  CA 

2-15-77 

124,516 

30,266, 26* 

CLARK  OIL  &  REF. 

HARTFORD,  IL 

8-15-76 

54,587 

14,943,101 

CONTINENTAL  OIL 

PONCA  CITY,  OK 

10-1-74 

21,198 

5,803,13! 

« 

PARAMOUNT,  CA 

9-1-75 

5,345 

1,463,28! 

N 

BILLINGS,  MT 

7-29-73 

17,199 

4,709,135 

COASTAL  STATES 

HERCULES,  CA 

5-28-76 

24,351 

7,479,945 

M 

CORPUS  CHRISTI ,  TX 

3-1-74 

51,304 

10,044,470 

CRYSTAL 

LONGVIEW,  TX 

11-25-75 

3,188 

872,715 

« 

LA  BLANCA,  TX 

12-1-74 

818 

224,110 

81 

STEPHENS,  AR 

2-14-73 

1,808 

494,940 

•These  allocations 

are  outside  the  levels  set  forth 

in  Section 

2  of 

Presidential  Proclamation  3279,  as  amended,  but  are 
Section  4(b)(1)  of  the  Proclamation. 

in  accordance  with 
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TABLE  8  (Continued) 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OP  ENERGY 
OFFICE  OF  OIL  IMPORTS 
ALLOCATION  MAY  1,  1978  -  APRIL  30,  1979 
CRUDE  AND  UNFINISHED  OILS  -  REFINERY  (SEC.  29)* _ 

1977' 

PLANT  ON-STREAM  INPUTS  ALLOC ATI 


COMPANY 

LOCATION 

DATE 

B/CD 

TOTAL  BE 

EARTH  RESOURCES 

MEMPHIS,  TN 

5-1-74 

9,279 

2,540,035 

EDDY  REF. 

HOUSTON,  TX 

2-7-74 

533 

146,000 

ESMARK 

ARDMORE,  OK 

3-1-76 

33,680 

9,219,900 

ERICKSON  REF. 

PORT  NECHES,  TX 

10-10-77 

22,263 

6,094,405 

EXXON 

BAYTOWN,  TX 

1-1-73 

35,099 

9,608,260 

ft 

ft 

5-1-77 

154,492 

42,292,185 

ft 

BATON  ROUGE,  LA 

1-1-76 

17,060 

4,670,175 

m 

ft 

4-1-77 

11,064 

3,662,045 

m 

ft 

5-21-73 

11,181 

3,060,890 

m 

LINDEN,  NJ 

7-10-73 

14,099 

3,859,510 

E-Z  SERVE 

SHALLOW  WATER,  KA 

4-27-74 

2,045 

559,910 

FARMLAND  IND. 

COFFEYVILLE,  KA 

8-1-74 

2,409 

659,555 

M 

ft 

1-1-74 

10,120 

2,770,350 

« 

PHILLIPSBURG,  KA 

1-1-74 

2,936 

803,730 

m 

" 

3-1-75 

2,186 

598,600 

GAS LAND 

METAIRIE,  LA 

9-5-73 

7,621 

2,086,34 

M 

ft 

5-1-75 

14,500 

3,969,37 

ft 

ft 

8-2-76 

5,900 

1,615,12 

at 

ft 

12-15-76 

16,214 

2,544,41 

GIANT  IND. 

FARMINGTON,  NM 

1-1-74 

4,269 

1,168,73 

GLADIEUX  REF. 

FT.  WAYNE,  IN 

11-1-73 

5,885 

1,611,11 

" 

ft 

5-1-75 

566 

155,12 

GOLDEN  EAGLE  REF. 

CARSON,  CA 

3-25-77 

2,644 

723,79 

GULF  OIL 

PHILADELPHIA,  PA 

10-1-76 

18,508 

753,84 

GULF  STATES  REF. 

QUITMAN,  TX 

9-21-74 

2,089 

571,95 

HILL  PETROLEUM 

KROTZ  SPRINGS,  LA 

12-15-77 

4,250 

1,163,621 

ft 

ft 

12-20-76 

4,161 

1,101,20' 

HOWELL  &  QUINTANA 

HOUSTON,  TX 

1-16-74 

24,639 

6,744,831 

HUNT  OIL 

TUSCALOOSA,'  AL 

4-16-74 

2,991 

318,691 

M 

ft 

7-12-75 

10,508 

2,876,561 

INDIANA  FARM  BUREAU 

MT.  VERNON,  IN 

6-1-74 

4,028 

1,102,661 

COOP,  ASS'N,  INC. 

ft 

12-21-75 

1,115 

305, 14C 

INDUSTIRAL  FUEL  fc 
ASPHALT  OF  IN 

HAMMOND,  IN 

1-1-78 

4,000 

1,095,000 

A.  JOHNSON  &  CO 

WILMINGTON,  NC 

10-15-76 

9,367 

2,564,125 

ft 

NEWINGTON,  NH 

1-1-76 

764 

209,145 

m 

ft 

11-15-74 

9,000 

2,463,750 

J  &  W  REFINING 

TUCKER,  TX 

6-27-73 

533 

146,000 

KALAMA  CHEMICAL 

TACOMA,  WA 

9-1-77 

4,512 

1,235,160 

KERR-McGEE 

CORPUS  CHRISTI,  TX 

10-1-73 

61,422 

16,814,455 

•4 

WYNNEWOOD,  OK 

12-12-75 

14,349 

3,928,130 

KERN  COUNTY  REF. 

BAKERSFIELD,  CA 

11-1-74 

4,396 

1,203,405 

KOCH  IND. 

PINE  BEND,  MN 

10-1-75 

10,222 

2,798,455 

LAKESIDE  REF. 

KALAMAZOO,  MI 

3-1-75 

805 

220,460 

LAKETON  ASPHALT 

LAKETON,  IN 

10-1-73 

1,090 

298,570 

LITTLE  AMERICA 

SINCLAIR,  WY 

10-10-73 

14,555 

3,984,340 

LOUISIANA  LAND  & 
EXPLORATION 

MOBILE,  AL 

12-24-75 

35,616 

9,749,880 

MARATHON  OIL 

GARYVILLE,  LA 

10-15-76 

168,011 

43,659,605 

ft 

ROBINSON,  IL 

11-2-73 

32,579 

8,918,410 

MARION 

MOBILE,  AL 

3-20-74 

4,982 

1,364,005 

MOBILE  BAY  REF. 

MOBILE,  AL 

8-8-77 

12,991 

3,437,570 

MURPHY  OIL 

MERAUX,  LA 

10-23-73 

11,731 

3,211,270 

NATIONAL  COOP. 

REF.  ASS'N 

McPherson,  ka 

1-1-74 

17,324 

4,742,445 

NAVAJO  REF. 

ARTESIA ,  NM 

6-28-74 

9,528 

2,608,290 

NEVADA  REF. 

TONAPAH,  NV 

5-1-77 

1,142 

329,960 

1,136,245 

NEWHALL  REF 

NEWHALL,  CA 

1-1-74 

4,151 

NORTH  AMERICA 

ST.  JAMES,  LA 

2-22-74 

7,805 

2,136,710 

PETROLEUM  CORP 

ft 

7-1-76 

5,235 

1,432,990 

NORTHLAND  OIL 
&  REFINING 

DICKINSON,  ND 

12-1-74 

1,734 

474,865 

•These  allocations 

are  outside  the  levels 

:  set  forth 

in  Section 

2  of 

Presidential  Proclamation  3279,  as  amended,  but  are  in  accordance  with 
Section  4(b)(1)  of  the  Proclamation. 
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TABLE  8  (Continued) 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
OFFICE  OF  OIL  IMPORTS 
ALLOCATION  MAY  I,  1978  -  APRIL  30,  1979 
'  CRUDE  AND  UNFINISHED  OILS  -  REFINERY  (SEC.  29 )  ♦ 


1977 

PLANT 

ON-STREAM 

INPUTS 

ALLOCAT1 

COMPANY 

LOCATION 

DATE 

B/CD 

TOTAL  BE 

OIL  SHALE 

BAKERSFIELD,  CA 

9-1-74 

6,055 

1,657,461 

PACIFIC  RESOURCES 

HONOLULU,  HI 

5-1-74 

15,142 

4,145,300 

a 

N 

5-1-75 

12,479 

3,416,035 

PENNZOIL 

SHREVEPORT,  LA 

1-1-74 

7,119 

1,948,735 

PHILLIPS  PETROLEUM 

BURCHER,  TX 

5-1-75 

7,389 

2,022,830 

81 

SWEENEY,  TX 

7-1-74 

18,508 

5,065,470 

PIONEER  REF.  LTD. 

NIXON,  TX 

5-20,77 

4,643 

1,145,735 

PLACID  REF 

PORT  ALLEN,  LA 

10-15-74 

33,604 

9,199,095 

POWERINE  OIL 

SANTA  FE  SPRINGS,  CA 

9-1-74 

15,026 

4,113,550 

ROCK  ISLAND  REF. 

INDIANAPOLIS,  IN 

10-15-76 

33,910 

25,433 

SABER  REF. 

CORPUS  CHRISTI,  TX 

4-6-75 

9,997 

2,736,770 

M 

a 

1-1-78 

11,000 

3,011,250 

SEATRAIN  LINES 

NORTH  ABILENE,  TX 

5-1-74 

6,612 

1,810,035 

« 

a 

10-1-73 

2,628 

736,205 

a 

a 

8-1-74 

3,354 

918,340 

SENTRY  REF. 

CORPUS  CHRISTI,  TX 

1-1-78 

9,808 

2,684,940 

SIGMOR 

THREE  RIVERS,  TX 

7-20-76 

8,487 

2,323,225 

SOUTH  HAMPTON 

SILSBEE,  TX 

12-29-73 

3,718 

1,017,985 

M 

a 

1-1-75 

10,448 

2,860,140 

SOUTHERN  UNION 

LOVINGTON,  NM 

7-1-74 

25,321 

6,931,715 

SOUTHWEST  PET-CHEM 

DONNA,  TX 

6-16-77 

743 

154,395 

STANDARD  OF  IND. 

WHITING,  IN 

10-23-74 

36,298 

9,936,760 

M 

TEXAS  CITY,  TX 

7-21-76 

54,721 

14,979,965 

SOHIO 

MARCUS  HOOK,  PA 

5-1-74 

48,723 

13,337,830 

a 

LIMA,  OH 

6-1-73 

49,433 

13,532,375 

SUBURBAN  PROPANE 

ROOSEVELT,  UT 

7-1-76 

4,380 

1,199,025 

GAS 

FARMINGTON,  NM 

12-12-74 

2,720 

744,600 

SUNLAND  REF 

BAKERSFIELD,  CA 

7-1-74 

4,760 

1,303,050 

TENNECO 

CHALLMETTE,  LA 

7-1-77 

27,857 

•  7,631,055 

TESORO 

CHARRIZO  SPRINGS,  TX 

4-13-75 

6,063 

1,659,655 

« 

a 

12-1-73 

3,243 

887,680 

* 

KENAI,  AK 

12-1-73 

17,773 

4,865,450 

•I 

a 

9-1-77 

5,183 

1,424,595 

TEXACO 

ANACORTES,  WA 

9-9-75 

12,551 

3,435,745 

TEXAS  EASTERN 

TYLER,  TX 

2-8-74 

3,436 

940,605 

THRIFTWAY 

GRAHAM,  TX 

1-1-75 

929 

254,405 

THUNDERBIRD 

CUTBANK,  MT 

7-26-73 

945 

258,785 

TIPPERARY 

INGLESIDE,  TX 

8-1-77 

4,920 

1 , 346 , 8  51 

TOSCO 

EL  DORADO,  AR 

6-1-73 

5,117 

1 , 400 , 87C 

TOTAL  PETROLEUM 

ARKANSAS  CITY,  KA 

11-1-74 

8,258 

2,260,810 

a 

ALMA,  MI 

12-10-72 

9,685 

2,651,360 

UNI  OIL 

INGLESIDE,  TX 

7-1-78 

8,329 

2,280,155 

UNION  PACIFIC 

CORPUS  CHRISTI,  TX 

10-1-76 

124,146 

33,985,150 

UNITED  INDEPENDENT 

TACOMA,  WA 

4-21-75 

353 

96,725 

UNITED  REFINING 

WARREN,  PA 

5-6-74 

12,622 

3,455,455 

USA  PETROLEUM 

VENTURA,  CA 

2-20-76 

17,240 

4,549,450 

US  OIL  6  REF. 

TACOMA,  WA 

*  9-1-74 

4,905 

1,342,834 

VGS 

YAZOO  CITY,  MS 

6-1-73 

1,050 

287,620 

a 

LUMBERTON,  MS 

5-1-73 

2,441 

668,315 

a 

SANDERSVILLE,  MS  ' 

7-1-73 

2,912 

797,160 

VULCAN  REF. 

CORDOBA,  AL 

3-20-78 

9,300 

2,545,875 

WESTERN  REFINING 

WOODS  CROSS,  UT 

3-1-74 

6,414 

1,756,015 

WINSTON  REF 

FORT  WORTH,  TX 

3-15-74 

3,833 

1,049,375 

YOUNG  REFINING 

DOUGLASVILLE,  GA 

5-1-74 

634 

173,740 

♦These  allocations  are  outside  the  levels  set  forth  in  Section  2  of 
Presidential  Proclamation  3279,  as  amended,  but  are  in  accordance  with 
Section  4(b)(1)  of  the  Proclamation. 
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TABLE  9 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OP  ENERGY 
OFFICE  OF  OIL  IMPORTS 
ALLOCATION  MAY  1,  1978  -  APRIL  30,  1979 
CRUDE  AND  UNFINISHED  OILS  -  PETROCHEMICAL  PLANTS  (SEC.  30)* 


COMPANY 

PLANT 

LOCATION 

ON-STREAM 

DATE 

1977 

INPUTS 

M  LBS 

ALLOCATI 
TOTAL  BB 

ARCO 

PORT  ARTHUR,  TX 

11-10-74 

143,722 

718,610 

N 

HOUSTON,  TX 

9-1-73 

26,615 

133,075 

CELANESE 

BISHOP,  TX 

7-1-74 

101,748 

508,740 

M 

HOUSTON,  TX 

11-17-73 

83,640 

418,200 

•8 

M 

11-17-73 

16,857 

84,285 

CITGO 

FRANKLIN,  LA 

7-29-73 

2,447 

12,235 

M 

" 

12-5-73 

545 

2,725 

DUPONT 

BLOOMINGTON,  TX 

9-15-76 

171,345 

856,725 

* 

ORANGE,  TX 

7-1-77 

67,791 

338,955 

M 

CORPUS  CHRISTI,  TX 

8-25-75 

12,654 

63,270 

EXXON 

BATON  ROUGE,  LA 

9-1-72 

104,792 

523,960 

« 

N 

9-15-72 

203,354 

1,016,770 

GETTY 

EL  DORADO,  KA 

5-24-74 

13,246 

66,230 

GULF 

PORT  ARTHUR,  TX 

3-27-77 

84,784 

423,920 

BAYTOWN,  TX 

7-20-76 

268,288 

1,341,440 

MOBIL 

BEAUMONT,  TX 

8-15-77 

253,268 

1,266,340 

NOVAMONT 

KENOVA,  WV 

3-1-74 

79,022 

395,110 

OX I RAN E 

PASADENA,  TX 

10-9-74 

679,368 

3,396,840 

SHELL 

NORCO,  LA 

9-1-73 

97,240 

486,200 

M 

GEISMAR,  LA 

11-1-73 

23,373 

116,865 

M 

DEER  PARK,  TX 

2-2-76 

23,947 

119,735 

M 

ODESSA,  TX 

2-24-76 

28,616 

144,080 

« 

GEISMAR,  LA 

2-1-78 

105,500 

527,500 

(8 

DEER  PARK,  TX 

12-31-77 

330,200 

1,651,000 

•8 

NORCO,  LA 

1-27-78 

111,100 

555,500 

M 

N 

8-1-77 

15,682 

78,410 

SOLTEX 

DEER  PARK,  TX 

7-1-76 

66,330 

331,650 

8* 

M 

4-1-77 

89,773 

448,865 

STANDARD  OF 

IND. 

ALVIN,  TX 

12-1-77 

12,447 

62,235 

« 

TEXAS  CITY,  TX 

6-1-77 

118,743 

593,715 

M 

M 

12-24-75 

601,140 

3,005,700 

m 

ALVIN,  TX 

8-15-76 

160,693 

803,465 

* 

JOLIET,  IL 

10-1-76 

4,554 

22,770 

88 

TEXAS  CITY,  TX 

4-11-73 

79,180 

395,900 

«8 

ALVIN,  TX 

4-25-74 

53,210 

266,050 

STANDARD  OF 

OH. 

LIMA,  OH 

8-30-73 

2,673 

13,365 

•These  allocations  are  outside  the  levels  as  set  forth  in  Section  2  of 
Presidential  Proclamation  3279,  as  amended,  but  are  in  accordance  with 
Section  4(b)(1)  of  the  Proclamation. 


TABLE  10 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
OFFICE  OF  OIL  IMPORTS 

ALLOCATION  PERIOD  MAY  1,  1978  -  APRIL  30,  1979 


(SECTION  32) 

DISTRICT  V 

COMPANY 

ADDRESS 

ALLOCATION 

3/CD 

CHEVRON  USA  INC 

SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA 

5,832 

EDGINGTON  OIL  CO. 

LONG  BEACH,  CA 

1,682 

ENERGY  FUELS  CO 

) 

LOS  ANGELES,  CA 

8,019 

PACIFIC  RESOURCES  INC 

HONOLULU,  HAWAII 

7,314 

TESORO  PETROLEUM  CORP 

SAN  ANTONIO,  TX 

3,613 
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TABLE  11 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
OFFICE  OF  OIL  IMPORTS 


ALLOCATION 

PERIOD  MAY  1,  1978  -  APRIL 

30,  1979 

.  }'f»  1 

CANADIAN  UNFINISHED  OILS 
DISTRICTS  I-IV 
(10  CFR  213.33) 

COMPANY 

ADDRESS 

ALLOCATION 

B/CD 

BASF  WYANDOTTE 

PAR5IPPANY ,  NJ 

189 

STANDARD  OIL  OHIO 

CLEVELAND,  OH 

189 

SUN  OIL  CO 

PHILADELPHIA,  PA 

780 

TABLE  12 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
•OFFICE  OF  OIL  IMPORTS 
ALLOCATION  MAY  1,  1978  -  APRIL  30,  1979 
NO.  2  FUEL  GIL  IMPORTS  INTO  DISTRICT  I 
_ SECTION  213.34 _ 


COMPANY 

ADDRESS 

ALLOCATION 

B/CD 

AUGSBURY  CORP 

OGDENSBURG,  NY 

104 

CENTRAL  PETROLEUM 

BRONX,  NY 

184 

CIBRO  PETROLEUM 

BROOKLYN,  NY 

714 

COLONIAL  OIL 

JACKSONVILLE,  FL 

27 

COLONIAL  OIL  IND. 

SAVANNAH,  GA 

97 

DEEPWATER  OIL  TERM. 

QUINCY,  MA 

707 

FORT  NECK  OIL  TERM. 

MASSAPEQUA,  NY 

84 

GIBBS  OIL 

REVERE,  MA 

617 

HOWARD  OIL 

BROOKLYN,  NY 

578 

HYDROCARBON  IND. 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

303 

MEENAN  OIL 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

299 

METROPOLITAN 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

4201 

NORTHEAST  PETRO. 

CHELSEA,  MA 

3993 

NORTHVILLE  IND. 

MILVILLE,  NY 

2418 

PATTERSON  FUEL  OIL 

FLORAL  PARK,  NY 

8 

PETROLEUM  HEAT  &  POWER 

STAMFORD,  CT 

101 

REMINGTON  OIL 

NEW  YORK,  NY 

116 

SEARS  OIL 

ROME,  NY 

84 

WEBBER  TANKS 

BUCKSPORT,  ME 

542 

WYATT 

NEW  HAVEN,  CT 

2323 

TOTAL 

17500 
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TABLE  13 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OP  ENERGY 
OPPICE  OF  OIL  IMPORTS 
ALLOCATION  MAY  1,  1978  -  APRIL  30,  1979 
CRUDE  AND  UNFINISHED  OILS  -  MEXICAN  IMPORTS  (SEC.  213.3/) 
DISTRICT  I  -  IV 


ALLOCATION 


COMPANY  ADDRESS  B/CD 


GETTY  OIL  LOS  ANGELES,  CA  6,644 

MOBIL  OIL  NEW  YORK,  NY  4,095 

STANDARD  OIL  CHICAGO,  ILL.  636 

OF  INDIANA 

TOTAL  11,375 


TABLE  14 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
OFFICE  OF  OIL  IMPORTS 


'  PUERTO  RICO 

Crude  and  Unfinished  Oils,  Finished  Petroleum  Products  and  Residual  Fuel 
Import  Allocations  for  the  Period  May  1,  1978  through  April  30,  1979 


Barrels 

Authorized  Importers  Per  Day 

Crude  and  Unfinished  Oils 

Section  9  Presidential  Proclamation  3279,  as  amended 


Sun  Oil  Company,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  85,000 

Union  Carbide,  New  York,  N.Y.  33,000 


Total 


118,000 


Finished  Petroleum  Products  -  10  CFR  213.21(a) 

Defense  Fuel  Supply  Center,  Washington,  D.C.  55 

Shell  Company,  Houston,  Texas  35 

Exxon  Corporation,  Houston,  Texas  65 

Total  155 

Residual  Fuel  Oil  -  10  CFR  213.21(b) 

Defense  Fuel  Supply  Center,  Washington,  D.C.  7 

Puerto  Rico  Iron  Works,  Inc.,  Ponce,  Puerto  Rico  377 

Exxon  Corporation,  Houston,  Texas  193 

Total  577 


Crude  and  Unfinished  Oils  -  10  CFR  213.20(a) 

Commonwealth  Oil  Refining  Co.,  Inc.,  Santurce,  Puerto  Rico 
Gulf  Oil  Corporation,  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania 

Total 


66,210 

13,317 

79,527 
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TABLE  15  -- 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
OFFICE  OF  OIL  IMPORTS 

OIL  IMPORT  LICENSES  SOLD  PURSUANT  TO  10  CFR  213.22(d) 


DISTRICT  I-IV 


SELLER 

BUYER 

DATE 

COMMODITY 

BARRELS  SOL 

EDDY  REFINING 

CROWN  CENTRAL 

6-27-78 

CRUDE 

146,000 

GETTY  REF.  &  MAR. 

MOBIL  OIL 

5-31-78 

M 

92,529 

MT.  AIRY  REF. 

CROWN  CENTRAL 

6-21-78 

rt 

750,000 

QUAKER  STATE 

UNION  OIL  OF  CA 

5-26-78 

N 

718,000 

THUNDERBIRD 

GETTY  REF.  &  MAR. 

5-31-78 

« 

350,000 

(CANADIAN  HYDROCARBONS) 

THUNDERBIRD 

GETTY  REF.  &  MAR. 

5-31-78 

M 

258,785 

TOTAL  PETROLEUM 

VULCAN  ASPHALT 

5-3-78 

M 

2,651,360 

DISTRICT  V 

SELLER 

BUYER 

DATE 

COMMODITY 

BARRELS  SOLI 

WITCO  CHEMICAL 

TEXACO 

5-23-78 

CRUDE 

900,000 

TABLE  16 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
OFFICE  OF  OIL  IMPORTS 

FEE-PAID  LICENSES  ISSUED  SECTION  213.35 


CRUDE  OIL-PREPAID 


COMPANY 


ISSUE  DATE 


LICENSE 

QUANTITY  TOTAL  BBLS 


SOUTH  HAMPTON  CO. 

6-2-78 

325,000 

SEMINOLE  ASPHALT  6  REF. 

6-14-78 

170,000 

FINISHED  PRODUCTS- PREPAID 

LICENSE 

COMPANY 

ISSUE  DATE 

QUANTITY  TOTAL 

ASIATIC  PETROLEUM  CO 

5-2-78 

7 

DOUGLAS  J.  FLETCHER,  JR. 

5-5-78 

260 

J.W.  YARBROUGH  ' 

5-8-78 

1,500 

TESORO  PETROLEUM  CORP 

5-10-78 

203,111 

WESTMEX  DISTRIBUTING 

5-11-78 

3,175 

DOUGLAS  J.  FLETCHER,  JR. 

5-15-78 

260 

SOUTHGATE  OIL  SERVICES 

5-16-69 

710 

SUNCHEM  (DIV.  OF  SUNOCO) 

5-17-78 

18,000 

WALTER  NEIL  HUNT 

5-22-78 

530 

NOVAMONT  CORP. 

5-26-78 

11,000 

GOOD  HOPE  INDUSTRIES,  INC 

5-26-78 

120,000 

CHARTER  CHEMICALS 

5-26-78 

7,200 

PETROSAR  LTD. 

6-2-78 

55,000 

PETROFINA  CANADA  CHEMICALS 

6-5-78 

20,000 

MATT I ACE  PETROCHEMICAL  CO. 

6-5-78 

2,500 

BUCHER  PETROCHEMICAL  CO. 

6-6-78 

6,000 

DOUGLAS  J.  FLETCHER,  JR. 

6-6-78 

260 

ASIATIC  PETROLEUM  CORP. 

6-7-78 

1,000,000 

INDUSTRIAL  SOLVENTS 

6-7-78 

40,000 

UCO  OIL  COMPANY 

6-14-78 

222,000 

BRAY  OIL  COMPANY 

6-14-78 

983 

AMERICHEM  CORP. 

6-14-78 

10,000 

BUCHER  PETROCHEMICAL  CO. 

6-14-78 

5,000 

KEYSER  INTERNATIONAL  INC. 

6-14-78 

1,143 
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TABLE  16  (Continued) 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY  - 
OFFICE  OF  OIL  IMPORTS 

FEE-PAID  LICENSES  ISSUED  SECTION  213.35 


FINISHED  PRODUCTS- PREPAID 


COMPANY 


ISSUE  DATE 


LICENSE 

QUANTITY  TOTAL  BBLS 


DOUGLAS  J.  FLETCHER,  JR. 

6-14-78 

260 

UCO  OIL  COMPANY 

6-23-78 

208,000 

ANTAR-MARINE  LONDON 

6-27-78 

200 

ANACHEMIA  CHEMICALS 

6-27-78 

500 

HUDSON  LUBRICANTS 

6-28-78 

400 

WALTER  R.  ECKERT 

6-29-78 

30 

CRUDE  OIL-BOND  POSTED 

PACIFIC  RESOURCES  INC. 

5-1-78 

4,000,000 

GOLDEN  EAGLE  REFINING  CO. 

5-1-78 

3,809,524 

COASTAL  STATES  GAS  CORP. 

5-1-73 

1,402,963 

COASTAL  STATES  GAS  CORP. 

5-3-78 

10,000,000 

COASTAL  STATES  GAS  CORP. 

5-3-78 

4,823,695 

CONTINENTAL  OIL  COMPANY 

5-4-78 

2,000,000 

CONTINENTAL  OIL  COMPANY 

5-4-76 

2,000,000 

ATLANTIC  RICHFIELD  CO. 

5-5-78 

2,000,000 

ATLANTIC  RICHFIELD  CO. 

5-5-78 

2,000,000 

ATLANTIC  RICHFIELD  CO. 

5-5-78 

1,000,000 

ATLANTIC  RICHFIELD  CO. 

5-5-78 

1,000,000 

ASHLAND  OIL,  INC 

5-8-78 

5,000,000 

TESORO  PETROLEUM  CORP, 

5-8-78 

4,500,000 

SHELL  OIL  COMPANY 

5-9-78 

7,500,000 

SHELL  OIL  COMPANY 

5-9-78 

7,500,000 

MARATHON  OIL  CO. 

5-9-78 

5,000,000 

SOHIO  PETROLEUM  CO. 

5-11-78 

10,000,000 

KOCH  INDUSTRIES,  INC. 

5-12-78 

500,000 

TEXACO  INC 

5-15-78 

10,500,000 

TEXACO  INC 

5-15-78 

10,500,000 

AMOCO  OIL  COMPANY 

5-16-78 

5,000,000 

U.  S.  OIL  6  REFINING  CO. 

5-16-78 

2,000,000 

CLARK  OIL  &  REFINING  CORP 

5-17-78 

3,500,000 

GULF  OIL  CO.  -  U.S. 

5-17-78 

10,000,000 

MURPHY  OIL  CORP 

5-19-78 

2,000,000 

MOBIL  OIL  CORP 

5-22-78 

10,000,000 

CROWN  CENTRAL  PETROLEUM 

5-25-78 

3,300,000 

ATC  PETROLEUM,  INC 

5-30-78 

1,000,000 

ATC  PETROLEUM,  INC 

5-30-78 

1,000,000 

ATC  PETROLEUM,  INC 

5-30-78 

1,000,000 

ATC  PETROLEUM,  INC 

5-30-78 

1,000,000 

CHEVRON  U.S. A.  INC 

6-1-78 

10,000,000 

CONTINENTAL  OIL  COMPANY 

6-2-78 

5,000,000 

CHAMPLAIN  PETROLEUM  CO. 

6-2-78 

5,200,000 

SHELL  OIL  COMPANY 

6-6-78 

7,500,000 

SHELL  OIL  COMPANY 

6-6-78 

7,500,000 

TOSCO  CORP.  (LION  OIL  CO) 

6-6-78 

1,397,095 

GULF  OIL  CO.  -  U.S. 

6-6-78 

1,000,000 

PHILLIPS  PETROLEUM  CO 

6-6-78 

10,000,000 

KOCH  INDUSTRIES,  INC 

6-7-78 

530,000 

KOCH  INDUSTRIES,  INC 

6-9-78 

2,000,000 

GULF  OIL  CO.  -  U.S. 

6-14-78 

10,000,000 

ASHLAND  OIL,  INC. 

6-14-78  * 

5,000,000 

ATLANTIC  RICHFIELD  CO. 

6-16-78 

2,000,000 

ATLANTIC  RICHFIELD  CO. 

6-16-78 

2,000,000 

ATLANTIC  RICHFIELD  CO. 

6-16-78 

1,000,000 

ATLANTIC  RICHFIELD  CO. 

6-16-78 

1,000,000 

OCCIDENTAL  PETROLEUM  CORP. 

6-16-78 

1,223,101 

CITIES  SERVICE  COMPANY 

6-19-73 

10,000,000 

DELTA  REFINING  CO. 

6-16-78 

1,664,932 

UNITED  REFINING  CO. 

6-27-78 

1,518,500 
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TABLE  16  (Continued) 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
OFFICE  OF  OIL  IMPORTS 

FEE-PAID  LICENSES  ISSUED  SECTION  213.35 


CRUDE  OIL-BOND  POSTED 


LICENSE 


COMPANY 

ISSUE  DATE 

QUANTITY  TOTAL 

MURPHY  OIL  CORP. 

6-27-78 

2,000,000 

CONTINENTAL  OIL  COMPANY 

6-27-78 

3,000,000 

MOBIL  OIL  CORP. 

6-27-78 

10,000,000 

OCCIDENTAL  PETROLEUM  CORP. 

6-28-78 

1,000,000 

STRATEGIC  PETROLEUM  RESERVE 

6-29-78 

50,000,000 

STRATEGIC  PETROLEUM  RESERVE 

6-29-78 

50,000,000 

FINISHED  PRODUCTS-BOND  POSTED 


PACIFIC  RESOURCES,  INC 

5-1-78 

531,746 

ATLANTIC  RICHFIELD  CO 

5-5-78 

145,000 

CHEVRON  U.S. A.  INC. 

5-3-78 

1 

,000,000 

WESTERN  TRADING  CO. 

5-5-78 

90,000 

TIME  OIL  COMPANY 

5-5-78 

1 

,000,000 

THE  SHELL  CO.  (P.R.)  LTD. 

5-8-78 

20,000 

AMERADA  HESS  CORP 

5-9-78 

28 

,000,000 

APEX  OIL  COMPANY 

5-9-78 

260,868 

NORTHEAST  PETROLEUM  CORP 

5-11-78 

250,000 

AMOCO  OIL  COMPANY 

5-11-78 

250,000 

TEXACO  INC 

5-15-78 

3 

,000,000 

SHELL  OIL  CO 

5-16-78 

1 

,000,000 

SHELL  OIL  CO 

5-16-78 

1 

,000,000 

NORTHEAST  PETROLEUM  CO. 

5-16-78 

280,000 

VAN  WATERS  fc  ROGERS 

5-17-78 

10,000 

CHEVRON  U.S. A.  INC. 

5-22-78 

500,000 

AMOCO  OIL  CO. 

5-25-78 

500,000 

CITIES  SERVICE  CO. 

5-30-78 

500,000 

STERLING  OIL  &  CHEMICAL 

5-30-78 

3,000 

C.  H.  SPRAGUE  &  SON  CO. 

5-30-78 

500,000 

APEX  OIL  CO. 

6-1-78 

220,134 

APEX  OIL  CO. 

6-7-78 

8,000 

APEX  OIL  CO. 

6-9-78 

246,240 

APEX  OIL  CO. 

6-9-78 

6,956 

AMOCO  OIL  CO. 

6-14-78 

500,000 

AMOCO  OIL  CO. 

6-14-78 

500,000 

PHILLIP  BROS.  (DIV.  OF  EAGLEHARD) 

6-19-78 

8,700 

BP  OIL  CO. 

6-21-78 

250,000 

CHEVRON  U.S. A.  INC 

6-27-78 

1 

,000,000 

TESORO  PETROLEUM 

6-27-78 

790,000 

CHEVRON  U.S. A.  INC. 

6-28-78 

500,000 

UNION  OIL  CO.  OF  CA 

6-29-78 

50,000 

APEX  OIL  COMPANY 

6-30-78 

1 

,587,301 

STERLING  OIL  &  CHEM.  CO. 

6-30-78 

10,000 

PETRO-TEX  CHEMICAL 

COASTAL  STATES  GAS  & 

6-30-78 

25,000 

UNION  PETROLEUM 

6-30-78 

90,000 

BP  OIL  INC.  &  SOHIO 

6-30-78 

750,000 

[FR  Doc.  78-19917  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am) 
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[6740-02] 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

[Docket  Nos.  RP77-55.  RP77-54,  RP-76-10 
(PGA77-5)  and  RP74-61  (PGA77-5)] 

ARKANSAS  LOUISIANA  GAS  CO. 

Certification  of  Proposed  Settlements 

JULY  11,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  26,  1978, 
the  Administrative  Law  Judge  certi¬ 
fied  to  the  Commission  two  proposed 
settlement  agreements  in  these  dock¬ 
ets.  One  of  the  settlement  proposals,  if 
approved,  will  resolve  all  issues  in 
Docket  Nos.  RP77-54  and  RP  76-10 
(PGA77-5)  except  for  the  reserved 
issue  of  overall  rate  of  return  which  is 
set  for  formal  hearing.  The  other  set¬ 
tlement  proposal,  filed  in  Docket  Nos. 
RP77-55  and  RP74-61  (PGA77-5),  will 
resolve  all  issues  in  Docket  No.  RP77- 
55  except  for  the  reserved  issue  of 
overall  rate  of  return  which  is  set  for 
formal  hearing  and  the  “price 
squeeze”  issue  which  is  subject  to  the 
Commission’s  action  on  pending  plead¬ 
ings.  The  latter  settlement  document 
settles  no  issues  in  Docket  No.  RP74- 
61  (PGA77-5)  and  specifically  sets  cer¬ 
tain  issues  in  that  docket  for  formal 
hearing. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  settlement  agreement 
should  file  comments  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20426,  on  or  before  July  21, 
1978.  Comments  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken.  Copies 
of  this  agreement  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20035  Filed  7-19-78:  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  ER78-470] 

CENTRAL  ILLINOIS  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO. 
Filing  of  Wholesale  Electric  Service  Agreement 

July  12,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  3,  1978, 
Central  Illinois  Public  Service  Co. 
(Company)  tendered  for  filing  a  pro¬ 
posed  new  wholesale  electric  service 
agreement  with  the  Village  of  Betha¬ 
ny.  Company  indicates  that  the  agree¬ 
ment  is  proposed  to  become  effective 
July  21,  1978,  and  supersedes  the  pre¬ 
vious  agreement  with  the  Village  of 
Bethany  dated  February  27,  1968. 

Rate  Schedule  W-2,  under  which  the 
Village  of  Bethany  will  be  billed,  was 
previously  filed  with  the  Commission 
and  approved  in  Docket  No.  ER78-80, 


to  become  effective  on  January  2, 
1978,  subject  to  refund. 

A  copy  of  the  filing  was  sent  to  the 
Village  of  Bethany  according  to  the 
company. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  21, 
1978.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but 
will  not  serve  to  make  protestants  par¬ 
ties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20015  Filed  7-19-78:  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  RP72-142) 

CITIES  SERVICE  GAS  CO. 

Proposed  Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

July  12,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  Cities  Service  Gas 
Co.  (Cities  Service)  on  June  20,  1978, 
tendered  for  filing  second  revised 
sheet  No.  6  to  its  FERC  gas  tariff, 
original  volume  No.  1.  Cities  Service 
states  that  pursuant  to  the  purchased 
gas  adjustment  in  article  21  of  its 
FERC  gas  tariff,  it  proposes  to  in¬ 
crease  its  rates  effective  July  23,  1978, 
to  reflect: 

(1)  Changes  in  its  supplier  rates  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  in  effect 
as  of  the  effective  date  of  its  filing: 
and 

(2)  A  surcharge  to  recover  the  bal¬ 
ance  in  its  deferred  purchased  gas  cost 
account  at  April  22,  1978,  including 
carrying  charges  at  9  percent. 

Such  second  revised  sheet  No.  6  also 
reflects  a  negative  advance  payment 
rate  adjustment  filed  in  accordance 
with  the  stipulation  and  agreement  in 
Docket  No.  RP76-135,  and  was  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  FERC  on  December  21, 
1977. 

Cities  Service  states  that  copies  of 
its  filing  were  served  on  all  jurisdic¬ 
tional  customers,  interested  state  com¬ 
missions  and  all  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  in  Docket  Nos.  RP72-142  and 
RP76-135. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE.. 


Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  or  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18 
CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  such  petitions  or 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
July  21,  1978.  Protests  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20016  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  ID-1735] 

JOHN  E.  DOLAN 
Notice  of  Application 

July  12,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  31,  1978, 
John  E.  Dolan  (Applicant),  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  pursuant  to  section  305(b)  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act  to  hold  the  fol¬ 
lowing  position:  Director,  Indiana  & 
Michigan  Power  Co..  Electric  Utility. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  application  should  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions 
and  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  July  31,  1978.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  prot¬ 
estants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20017  Filed  7-19-78:  8:45  am] 

[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CI78-821) 

EASTERN  PENNSYLVANIA  EXPLORATION  CO. 

Limited  Term  Certificate  Application 

July  12, 1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  26,  1978, 
Eastern  Pennsylvania  Exploration  Co. 
(Applicant),  filed  in  Docket  No.  CI78- 
821  an  application  pursuant  to  section 
7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  as  amended, 
for  a  limited-term  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  with  pre¬ 
granted  abandonment  covering  the 
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sale  of  gas  by  applicant  to  Philadel¬ 
phia  Electric  Co.  (P.  E.  Co.). 

Applicant  seeks  herein  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
for  the  limited  term  dating  from  the 
date  of  initial  delivery  of  gas  to  Trans¬ 
continental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp.,  for 
transportation  to  P.  E.  Co.,  to  the  date 
on  which  Gulf  Oil  Corp.  converts  its 
overriding  royalty  interest  in  the  Ste¬ 
phenson  Point  area  to  a  working  inter¬ 
est.  The  certificate  should  also  autho¬ 
rize  pre-granted  abandonment  of  the 
limited-term  sale  to  P.  E.  Co.  upon  the 
conclusion  of  such  term.  Appliant  is 
seeking  a  price  of  $1.50  per  Mcf,  with 
1 0  cents  quarterly  escalations  com¬ 
mencing  October  1,  1978,  at  14.65  psia. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  10 
days  for  the  filing  of  protests  and  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene.  Therefore,  any 
person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to  make 
any  protest  with  reference  to  said  ap¬ 
plication  should  on  or  before  July  21, 
1978,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  considered  by  it  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20018  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am) 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-404) 

DELHI  GAS  PIPELINE  CORP. 

Petition  for  Declaratory  Order 

July  10, 1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  27,  1978, 
Delhi  Gas  Pipeline  Corp.  (petitioner), 
2700  Fidelity  Union  Tower,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75201,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP78- 
404  an  application  pursuant  to  §  1.7  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.7)  requesting  a 
declaratory  order  exempting  certain 
facilities  of  petitioner  and  Oklahoma 
Natural  Gas  Co.  (ONG)  and  the  trans¬ 
portation  and  exchange  of  natural  gas 
on  behalf  of  Columbia  Gas  Transmis¬ 
sion  (Columbia)  and  Tennessee  Gas 
Pipeline  Co.,  a  Division  of  Tenneco, 
Inc.  (Tennessee)  through  such  facili¬ 
ties  from  the  jurisdiction  of,  and  regu¬ 
lation  by,  the  FERC  for  a  period  not 
to  exceed  3  years  or  the  date  upon 
which  other  arrangements  are 
effected  for  the  transportation  of  such 
gas  on  a  long-term  basis  in  interstate 
commerce.  Petitioner  further  requests, 
on  behalf  of  itself  and  ONG,  that 
their  producer-suppliers  also  be 
exempt.  These  proposals  are  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  which  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

It  is  stated  that  there  are  presently 
available  for  immediate  connection  in 
eastern  Oklahoma,  wells  with  an  ag¬ 
gregate  deliverability  of  up  to  30,000 
Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day,  with  long 
term  dedications  being  estimated  to  be 
approximately  75,000  Mcf  per  day.  By 
letter  dated  June  9,  1978,  it  is  stated, 
Columbia  and  Tennessee  have  request¬ 
ed  petitioner  to  transport  this  gas  for 
a  period  not  to  exceed  3  years  dura¬ 
tion. 

Petitioner  states  that  the  only  exist¬ 
ing  mainline  transmission  facilities  ac¬ 
cessible  for  transportation  of  these  gas 
supplies  from  eastern  Oklahoma  to 
eastern  Arkansas,  are  owned  by  Ar¬ 
kansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co.  (ARKLA) 
who  has  expressed  its  unwillingness  to 
transport  gas  for  any  other  interstate 
pipeline.  Therefore,  petitioner  contin¬ 
ues,  Ozark  Gas  Pipeline  Corp.,  Colum¬ 
bia,  and  Tennessee  are  in  the  process 
of  planning  and  designing  a  pipeline 
which  would  provide  the  needed  serv¬ 
ice. 

Until  the  completion  date  of  such  fa¬ 
cility,  but  not  for  longer  than  a  3-year 
period,  petitioner  proposes  to  use  its 
intrastate  Kinta  System  to  deliver  the 
gas  from  western  Oklahoma  to  ONG, 
its  intrastate  market.  By  displacement, 
it  is  stated,  an  equivalent  amount  of 
gas  can  be  redelivered  by  ONG  to  Peti¬ 
tioner’s  intrastate  system  in  western 
Oklahoma,  where  the  gas  can  be  deliv¬ 
ered  into  an  interstate  pipeline.  Peti¬ 
tioner  asserts  that  neither  it  nor  ONG 


is  willing,  or  able,  to  dedicate  any  of 
these  facilities  to  long  term, 
certificated  service  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce,  though  each  is  willing  to  make 
capacity  available  for  a  temporary 
exempt  service  while  permanent,  long 
term  interstate  facilities  are  being  con¬ 
structed  and  authorized  or  other  inter¬ 
state  transportation  'service  is  ar¬ 
ranged  and  authorized. 

The  petitioner  states  that  this  inter¬ 
state  transportation  service  would  be 
made  available  generally  under  the 
same  terms,  conditions  and  prices  as 
service  to  the  intrastate  market.  The 
present  price  charged  to  ONG  by  peti¬ 
tioner  in  eastern  Oklahoma  is  25.0 
cents  per  Mcf,  it  is  said.  It  is  further 
said  that  ONG  would  make  no  charge 
for  the  exchange  of  gas  in  western 
Oklahoma. 

Applicant  asserts  that  without  its 
service,  Columbia  and  Tennessee 
would  be  precluded  from  access  to  the 
area  from  which  the  gas  is  to  be  pro¬ 
duced  until  an  interstate  pipeline  is 
authorized  and  constructed. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  petition  should  on  or  before  July 
31,  1978,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determing  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20036  Filed  7-19-78;  *8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  AR70-1  (Permian  Basin  Area)) 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Intended  Disposition  of  Refunds 

July  11, 1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  15,  1978,  El 
Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (“El  Paso”) 
tendered  for  filing  and  acceptance  its 
intended  disposition  of  refunds,  in 
compliance  with  ordering  paragraph 
(C)  of  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission’s  order  issued  March  14, 
1978,  at  Docket  No.  AR70-1. 

El  Paso  states  that  it  has  received 
from  producer-suppliers  an  aggregate 
refund  amount  of  $789,471.82,  result¬ 
ing  from  the  Commission’s  said  March 
14,  1978,  order.  El  Paso  further  states 
that,  in  conformity  with  its  stipulation 
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and  agreement  dated  August  6,  1976, 
approved  by  Commission  order  issued 
February  16,  1977,  at  Docket  Nos. 
RP72-150  (rate  design),  et  al„  §  19.7(c) 
of  El  Paso’s  FERC  gas  tariff,  original 
volume  No.  1,  and  section  7  of  its  origi¬ 
nal  volume  No.  2A  tariff,  it  has  cred¬ 
ited  to  account  191,  the  amount  of 
$742,823.98  and  for  the  reasons  fully 
described  in  its  report  of  intended  dis¬ 
position  of  refunds  filed  May  4,  1978, 1 
intends  to  flow-through,  on  a  cash 
basis,  the  refund  amount  of  $17,560.00, 
to  certain  special  FS  rate  schedule  cus¬ 
tomers.  The  remaining  refunds  re¬ 
ceived,  in  the  amount  of  $29,087.84, 
are  to  be  retained  by  El  Paso.  Any  sub¬ 
sequent  producer-supplier  refunds 
which  may  be  received  by  El  Paso  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission's  di¬ 
rective  of  the  March  14,  1978,  order 
are  proposed  to  be  appropriately  dis¬ 
bursed  in  the  manner  described  herein 
upon  receipt  by  El  Paso. 

El  Paso  states  that  copies  of  the 
filing  were  served  upon  each  of  El 
Paso’s  affected  interstate  system  cus¬ 
tomers  and  interested  State  regulatory 
commissions  as  required  by  ordering 
paragraph  (C)  of  the  order  directing 
refunds  under  opinion  No.  662. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
this  filing  should,  on  or  before  July  21, 
1978,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission 
will  be  considered  by  it  in  determining 
the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but 
will  not  serve  to  make  any  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a  pro¬ 
ceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

CFR  Doc.  78-20037  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-409] 

Florida  Gas  Transmission  Co. 

Notice  of  Application 

July  12, 1973. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  3,  1978, 
Florida  Gas  Transmission  Co.  (Appli- 


'Said  filing  was  noticed  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  May  22,  1978,  at  Docket  Nos.  AR70- 
1.  CP69-23  and  RP72-155  and  is  pending 
final  disposition  before  the  Commission. 


cant),  P.O.  Box  44,  Winter  Park,  Fla. 
32709,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP78-409  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  the  construction  and  oper¬ 
ation  of  a  new  delivery  point  on  appli¬ 
cant's  Tampa  South  Lateral, 
Hillsborough  County,  Fla.,  which 
point  would  be  used  to  deliver  natural 
gas  to  Peoples  Gas  System,  Inc.  (Peo¬ 
ples),  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  the  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation’s  (DOT) 
regulations  require  it  to  requalify  a 
portion  of  its  16-inch  diameter  pipe¬ 
line  (the  St.  Petersburg  Lateral)  from 
milepost  39.1  to  39.94  in  Polk  County, 
Fla.,  due  to  the  construction  of  a 
school  and  various  residential  homes 
in  the  area  adjacent  to  the  affected 
portion  of  the  lateral.  Applicant  indi¬ 
cates  that  it  can  requalify  the  affected 
section  by  (1)  replacing  the  entire  .93 
mile  of  sixteen-inch  pipeline;  or  (2)  re¬ 
ducing  the  line  pressure  from  780 
pounds  psig  to  650  pounds  psig  from 
milepost  34.18  to  milepost  49.64.  It  is 
stated  that  the  area  upstream  of  the 
.93  mile  section  of  pipeline  has  also  ex¬ 
perienced  growth  over  the  last  few 
years  and  would  become  a  class  III  lo¬ 
cation  in  the  near  future.  Consequent¬ 
ly,  applicant  has  elected  to  lower  the 
line  pressure  in  the  existing  pipeline 
since  it  would  ensure  that  its  pipeline 
would  meet  the  applicable  DOT  re¬ 
quirements  as  the  area’s  population  in¬ 
creases,  it  is  stated. 

Applicant  states  that  the  reduction 
in  pressure  would  adversely  affect 
only  one  of  its  customers.  Peoples.  In 
order  to  maintain  deliveries  to  Peo¬ 
ples,  applicant  proposes  to  construct 
and  operate  a  new  meter  station  and 
appurtenant  facilities  adjacent  to  its 
65/s-inch  diameter  Tampa  South  Later¬ 
al  in  Hillsborough  County,  Fla. 

Applicant  states  that  the  instant 
proposal  is  estimated  to  cost  $99,500. 
Applicant  asserts  that  approval  of  the 
proposal  would  net  only  insure  the 
continued  operation  of  the  subject  lat¬ 
eral  in  conformity  with  applicable 
DOT  regulations,  but  would  do  so  at  a 
considerable  savings. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
August  3,  1978,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 


make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20038  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-410] 

FLORIDA  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

July  12,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  3,  1978, 
Florida  Gas  Transmission  Co.  (Appli¬ 
cant),  P.O.  Box  44,  Winter  Park,  Fla. 
32790,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP78-410  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  permission 
and  approval  to  abandon  in  place  5.51 
miles  of  3-y2-inch  pipeline  and  appur¬ 
tenant  facilities  (The  League  City 
West  Lateral)  and  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  nesessity  au¬ 
thorizing  the  sale  of  approximately 
1,217  feet  of  the  pipeline  to  Galilee 
Land  and  Cattle  Co.  (Galilee)  a  real 
estate  developer,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

The  application  states  that  The 
League  City  West  Lateral  has  hereto¬ 
fore  been  used  to  transport  and  deliver 
natural  gas  produced  by  the  Sparta 
Oil  Co.  (Sparta)  into  applicant’s  main 
transmission  pipeline  system.  The  ap¬ 
plication  further  states  that  applicant 
has  not  received  any  production  from 
Sparta  since  January  1969,  but  that  it 
has  retained  The  League  City  West 
Lateral  in  the  event  additional  gas  re- 
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serves  were  developed  in  the  area.  It  is 
indicated  that  Galilee  has  now  in¬ 
formed  applicant  (1)  that  it  has  ac¬ 
quired  the  acreage  dedicated  by 
Sparta  to  applicant,  (2)  that  appli¬ 
cant’s  pipeline  traverses  a  portion  of 
its  (Galilee’s)  property,  (3)  that  the 
surrounding  area  is  now  or  will  soon 
be  developed  into  residential  tracts, 
and  (4)  that  it  does  not  plan  any  fur¬ 
ther  natural  gas  development  or  pro¬ 
duction  in  the  subject  area.  Addition¬ 
ally,  Galilee  has  notified  applicant 
that  its  easement  has  impaired  the 
sale  of  the  property  and  further  would 
impair  sales  to  prospective 
homebuyers  because  lending  institu¬ 
tions  would  not  approve  financing  as 
long  as  applicant  has  a  valid  easement 
across  its  property,  it  is  stated.  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  Galilee  would  pur¬ 
chase  1,217  feet  of  applicant’s  League 
City  West  Lateral  for  $32,000,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  terms  of  a  May  11,  1978 
letter  agreement  between  the  two  par¬ 
ties. 

Applicant  indicates  that  no  service 
heretofore  rendered  to  any  of  its  cus¬ 
tomers  would  be  terminated  or  affect¬ 
ed  in  any  manner  as  a  result  of  the 
proposed  abandonment. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
August  3,  1978,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.70).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  and  permission  and 
approval  for  the  proposed  abandon¬ 
ment  are  required  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 


quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20039  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am) 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  RI78-63) 

GAS  PRODUCING  ENTERPRISES,  INC. 

Petition  For  Special  Relief 

July  10,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  Gas  Producing  En¬ 
terprises,  Inc.  (Enterprises),  Five 
Greenway  Plaza  East,  Houston,  Tex. 
77046,  filed  on  May  11,  1978,  a  petition 
for  special  relief  pursuant  to  18  CFR 
2.76  requesting  a  rate  of  $.510546  per 
Mcf  at  14.65  psia  for  the  sale  of  its  gas 
from  Mansz  1-14,  Stoops  1-18,  Morrise 
1-8,  Levens  1-9,  Hayward  1-16,  Stoops 
1-17,  and  Jackson  1-15  wells  and  in 
the  Greenwood  Field,  Morton  County, 
Kans.,  to  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co. 
(Colorado).  The  sale  is  currently  being 
made  under  a  contract  dated  April  18, 
1955,  pursuant  to  the  certificate  issued 
to  Enterprises  (formerly  Colorado  Oil 
and  Gas  Corp.)  in  Docket  No.  G-8789 
and  FERC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  15 
at  the  rate  of  $0.283409  per  Mcf  at 
14.65  psia. 

Enterprises  states  that  it  is  required 
to  install  an  amine  plant  at  a  point  on 
the  gathering  system  of  Colorado 
where  the  hydrogen  sulfide  content  of 
seven  of  12  sour  wells  can  be  removed 
initially  and  10  of  the  sour  wells  ulti¬ 
mately.  The  price  increase  would 
apply  to  only  the  seven  wells.  This  has 
been  occasioned  by  the  fact  that  previ¬ 
ously  gas  of  the  current  quality  has 
been  acceptable  to  the  purchaser  but 
the  plant  to  which  the  gas  has  been 
delivered  expects  to  discontinue  oper¬ 
ations  in  the  near  future,  and  there¬ 
fore,  purchaser  has  notified  enter¬ 
prises  that  if  the  hydrogen  sulfide  is 
not  removed,  the  sour  gas  wells  will  be 
shut  in.  Enterprises  plans  to  move  and 
renovate  a  sweetening  plant  which  is 
presently  located  elsewhere.  The  cost 
of  renovation  is  stated  to  be  $65,000. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  petition  should  on  or  before 
August  1,  1978,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 


serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  party  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20040  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am) 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-400) 

THE  INLAND  GAS  CO.,  INC. 

Notice  of  Application 

July  10.  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  26,  1978, 
the  Inland  Gas  Co.,  Inc.  (Applicant), 
340  17th  Street,  Ashland,  Ky.  41101, 
filed  an  application  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  so  as  to 
authorize  the  construction  and  oper¬ 
ation  of  natural  gas  facilities,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  replace  0.7 
mile,  in  three  sections,  of  16-inch 
transmission  pipeline,  located  in  Boyd 
County,  Ky.,  with  12-inch  transmis¬ 
sion  pipeline.  The  replacement  pro¬ 
posed  would  be  made  to  a  coupled 
pipeline  installed  in  1929  without  pro¬ 
tection  against  corrosion,  it  is  stated. 
Applicant  states  that  it  is  necessary  to 
install  cathodically  protected  pipe  in 
order  to  insure  continued  reliable  serv¬ 
ice.  Applicant  further  states  that  the 
smaller  diameter  pipe  would  not 
impair  its  ability  to  supply  market  re¬ 
quirements  served  through  this  facili¬ 
ty. 

The  replacement  would  be  con¬ 
structed  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
$172,300,  which  cost  would  be  financed 
with  internally  generated  funds,  it  is 
said. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
July  31,  1978,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 
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Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20041  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  ER76-813] 

JERSEY  CENTRAL  POWER  A  LIGHT  CO. 

Filing  of  Settlement  Agreement 

July  12,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  Jersey  Central 
Power  &  Light  Co.  on  June  20,  1978, 
tendered  for  filing  a  settlement  agree¬ 
ment  in  the  above-noted  docket.  The 
agreement  has  been  executed  on 
behalf  of  the  company  and  all 
intervenors  with  the  exception  of  the 
borough  of  Pemberton. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  July  24,  1978.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  prot- 
estants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20019  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


FEDERAL 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  ID-1549] 

GERALD  P.  MALONEY 

Notice  of  Application 

July  12,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  1,  1978, 
Gerald  P.  Maloney  (Applicant),  filed 
an  application  pursuant  to  section 
305(b)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  to 
hold  the  following  position; 

Director,  Indiana  &  Michigan  Electric  Co., 

Electric  Utility. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  application  should  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with 
the  Fedeal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§1.8,  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18 
CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions  or 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
July  31,  1978.  Protests  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20022  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-401] 

MICHIGAN  CONSOLIDATED  GAS  CO. 
Application  and  Petition  for  Declaratory  Order 

July  12,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  26,  1978, 
Michigan  Consolidated  Gas  Co.  (Appli¬ 
cant),  1  Woodward  Avenue,  Detroit, 
MI  48226,  filed  in  [Docket  No.  CP78- 
401  an  application  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  so  as  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
natural  gas  to  Pacific  Interstate 
Transmission  Co.  (Pacific)  for  a  limit¬ 
ed  term  during  the  period  from  No¬ 
vember  1978  through  March  1981.  Ap¬ 
plicant  also  requests  an  order  declar¬ 
ing  that,  with  the  exception  of  said 
sale  to  Pacific  and  certain  interstate 
storage  services.  Applicant’s  sales  and 
transportation  of  natural  gas,  and  its 
facilities  used  therefor,  continue  to  be 
exempt  from  the  provisions  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act.  Additionally,  Appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  the  Commission 
waive  its  accounting  and  reporting  re¬ 
quirements  applicable  to  Applicant  by 
virtue  of  the  proposed  sale.  The  pro¬ 
posals  are  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  and  petition  on  file,  with 
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the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Pursuant  to  an  agreement  between 
Applicant  and  Pacific  dated  June  1, 
1978,  it  is  stated  that  Applicant  would 
sell  up  to  101,000,000  Mcf  of  gas  to  Pa¬ 
cific  during  the  period  from  1978  to 
1981,  the  first  phase  of  the  proposed 
exchange  agreement.  More  specifical¬ 
ly,  Applicant  states  that  during  the 
period  from  November  1978,  through 
March  1979,  Applicant  would  sell 
16,000,000  Mcf  of  gas  to  Pacific  on  a 
firm  basis,  and  from  November  1,  1978, 
through  March  31,  1981,  Applicant 
would  sell  up  to  85,000,000  Mcf  on  a 
best  efforts  basis. 

It  is  indicated  that  the  above-men¬ 
tioned  agreement  provides  for  a 
second  phase.  Namely,  it  is  said.  Appli¬ 
cant  would  have  the  option  to  pur¬ 
chase  from  Pacific,  during  the  months 
of  April  through  October  in  the  years 
1982  through  1987,  a  total  volume  of 
gas  equal  to  or  less  than  that  actually 
sold  by  Applicant  to  Pacific  during  the 
period  from  1978  to  1981.  It  is  indicat¬ 
ed,  however,  that  Pacific  would  not  be 
obligated  to  sell  gas  back  to  Applicant 
in  excess  of  the  total  cumulative  quan¬ 
tity  of  LNG  which  its  affiliate.  South¬ 
ern  California  Gas  Co.  (So  Cal),  had 
received  through  the  facilities  of  its 
affiliate.  Western  LNG  Terminal  Asso¬ 
ciates. 

The  application  states  that  Michi¬ 
gan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Co.  (Michi¬ 
gan  Wisconsin)  would  deliver  by  dis¬ 
placement  to  Transwestem  Pipeline 
Co.  (Transwestem),  for  the  account  of 
Pacific,  the  volumes  of  gas  which  Ap¬ 
plicant  sells  to  Pacific.  The  delivery 
would  take  place  at  an  interconnection 
between  the  facilities  of  Michigan 
Wisconsin  and  Transwestem  to  be 
constructed  by  Michigan  Wisconsin  in 
Roberts  County,  Tex.,  it  is  indicated. 
Applicant  does  not  propose  the  con¬ 
struction  of  any  facilities  to  accom¬ 
plish  this  sale  of  gas  to  Pacific. 

It  is  further  stated  that  Pacific 
would  pay  Applicant  for  all  gas  sold  to 
it  by  Applicant  during  the  months  of 
April  through  October  a  price  equal, 
at  the  time  of  sale,  to  the  sum  of  (1) 
the  uniform  border  price  per 
dekatherm  equivalent  of  natural  gas 
(dt)  for  Canadian  gas  being  exported 
to  the  United  States  and  (2)  a 
tansportation  element  per  dt  which 
would  be  equivalent  to  the  100  percent 
load  factor  T-4  Adjusted  Rate,  as  set 
forth  in  the  FERC  Gas  Tariff  of 
Great  Lakes  Gas  Transmission  Co. 
(Great  Lakes).  In  addition.  Pacific 
would  pay  Applicant  a  storage  charge 
of  43.77  cents  per  dt  for  all  gas  sold  to 
it  during  the  months  of  November 
through  March,  it  is  stated.  The  appli¬ 
cation  further  states  that  Pacific 
would  pay  for  the  transportation  of 
the  gas  from  the  point  of  delivery  by 
Applicant  to  the  facilities  of  Pacific  or 
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its  nominee,  and  that,  in  the  event 
that  Applicant  exercises  its  option  to 
purchase  gas  back  from  Pacific,  it 
would  pay  Pacific  a  price  equal,  at  the 
time  of  sale,  to  So  Cal’s  average  cost  of 
gas,  exclusive  of  its  withdrawals  from 
storage  and  its  own  production. 

Applicant  asserts  that  the  sale  here 
proposed  as  the  first  phase  of  the  ex¬ 
change  agreement  would  make  availa¬ 
ble  supplies  of  gas  to  So  Cal  and  Pacif¬ 
ic  Lighting  Service  Co.  (PLS)  wrho  are 
now  facing  substantial  shortages  due 
to  pipeline  curtailments. 

It  is  said  that  Applicant  does  not 
hereby  request  certification  of  the 
second  phase  of  the  exchange  agree¬ 
ment. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
August  2,  1978,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the/equirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  inervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
motion  believes  that  a  formal  hearing 
is  required,  further  notice  of  such 
hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein 
porvided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised, 
it  will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20043  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am) 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP75-117,  et  al.) 

MICHIGAN  WISCONSIN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 
Tariff  Filing 

July  10,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  12,  1978, 
Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Co. 
tendered  for  filing  tariff  sheets  to  its 
FERC  Gas  Tariff  as  follows: 

Second  Revised  Volume  No.  1. 

Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  2B. 

First  Revised  Volume  No.  2. 

Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  IB. 

Original  Sheet  Nos.  641  through  663. 

Michigan  Wisconsin  states  that 
Original  Sheet  Nos.  641  through  663, 
designated  as  Rate  Schedule  X-63,  re¬ 
flects  a  gas  transportation  agreement 
between  Michigan  Wisconsin  and 
Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp.  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Commission  on  January 
13.  1977  at  Docket  No.  CP75-117,  et  al. 

Michigan  Wisconsin  further  states 
that  Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  2B  and 
Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  IB  are  filed 
to  update  tables  of  contents. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application,  on  or  before  July  28, 
1978,  should  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20045  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 

[6740-02] 

[Docket  Nos.  RP71-16  and  RP74-29] 

MIDWESTERN  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Rate  Filing  Pursuant  to  Tariff  Rate  Adjustment 
Provisions 

July  7, 1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  16,  1978, 
Midwestern  Gas  Transmission  Co. 
(Midwestern)  tendered  for  filing 
Tw'enty-Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  5  and 
Sixth  Revised  Sheet  No.  5A  to  its 
FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Third  Revised 
Volume  No.  1,  to  be  effective  August  1, 
1978. 

Midwestern  states  that  the  purpose 
of  the  revised  tariff  sheets  are  (1)  to 


reflect  adjustments  to  its  rates  pursu¬ 
ant  to  rate  adjustment  provisions  in 
Articles  XVII,  XVIII  and  XIX  of  the 
General  Terms  and  Conditions  of  its 
FERC  Gas  Tariff,  and  (2)  to  flow¬ 
through  to  Midwestern’s  Southern 
System  customers  certain  refunds  pur¬ 
suant  to  Midwestern's  June  6,  1978, 
filing  in  response  to  the  Commission’s 
“Order  Instituting  Section  5  Investiga¬ 
tion  and  Show  Cause  Proceeding” 
issued  May  17,  1978  in  Docket  No. 
RP78-64. 

Midwestern  states  that  as  to  the 
Southern  System,  Twenty-Third  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  No.  5  reflects  (l)a  current 
purchased  gas  cost  rate  adjustment 
pursuant  to  section  2  of  article  XVII 
which  is  based  on  rate  changes  reflect¬ 
ed  in  the  filing  of  Tennessee  Gas  Pipe¬ 
line  Co.,  a  division  of  Tenneco  Inc.  on 
May  31,  1978,  in  Docket  Nos.  RP77-62 
and  RP73-114,  et  al.,  and  certain  rate 
changes  of  L  &  M  Oil  and  Gas  Co., 
Inc.,  and  (2)  a  revised  surcharge  for 
amortizing  the  unrecovered  purchased 
gas  cost  account,  consisting  of  2.0 
cents  per  Mcf  for  Midwestern’s 
demand  rates  and  a  negative  3.87  cents 
per  Mcf  for  the  commodity  rates,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3  of  article  XVII  and 
Midwestern’s  June  6,  1978  filing  in 
Docket  No.  RP78-64,  discussed  above. 
According  to  Midwestern,  the  revised 
tariff  sheet  also  reflects  a  current  rate 
adjustment  of  2.29  cents  per  Mcf  to  re¬ 
flect  curtailment  credits  pursuant  to 
section  9  of  article  XIX. 

Midwestern  states  that  as  to  the 
Northern  System,  Sixth  Revised  Sheet 
No.  5A  reflects  a  revised  surcharge  for 
amortizing  the  unrecovered  purchased 
gas  cost  account  of  0.33  cents  per  Mcf 
as  specified  in  section  3  of  article 
XVIII. 

Midwestern  states  that  copies  of  the 
filing  have  been  mailed  to  all  of  its  ju¬ 
risdictional  customers  and  affected 
State  regulatory  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
July  14,  1978.  Protests  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20044  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am) 
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[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  RP78-77] 

MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Proposed  Changes  in  Ratos  and  Charges 

July  10,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  30,  1978, 
Mississippi  River  Transmission  Corp. 
(.“Mississippi”)  tendered  for  filing  pro¬ 
posed  changes  to  the  following  tariff 
sheets  to  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  First 
Revised  Volume  No.  1  and  Original 
Volume  No.  2,  to  become  effective 
August  1,  1978: 

First  Revised  Volume  No.  1. 

Revised  Sheet  No.  3A. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.  3C. 

Thirteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  4. 

Fourteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  5. 

Fourteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  6. 

Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  7. 

Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  7A. 

Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  27A. 

Fifth  Revised  Sheet  No.  27B. 

Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  27J. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.  27L. 

Fifteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  33. 

Eighteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  34. 

Original  Volume  No.  2 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  86. 

The  proposed  tariff  changes  would 
produce  an  increase  in  jurisdictional 
revenues  of  $21.4  million  above  the 
revenues  in  effect  as  of  April  1,  1978, 
exclusive  of  changes  in  cost  of  pur¬ 
chased  gas  which  will  be  recovered  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Mis¬ 
sissippi’s  purchased  gas  cost  adjust¬ 
ment  clause  at  Docket  No.  RP72-149. 
The  April  1,  1978  rates  used  in  the  cal¬ 
culation  of  the  indicated  revenue  in¬ 
crease  were  adjusted  to  reflect 
elmination  therefrom  of  the  current 
and  deferred  purchased  gas  cost  ad¬ 
justments  and  the  transportation  cost 
adjustments  which  were  in  effect  at 
such  date. 

Mississippi  states  that  the  jurisdic¬ 
tional  rates  as  filed  were  designed  to 
recover  its  increased  jurisdictional  cost 
of  service  for  the  test  period  which  is 
based  on  the  12  months  ended  March 
31,  1978,  adjusted  to  include  the 
annualized  effect  of  changes  which  are 
known  and  measurable  with  reason¬ 
able  accuracy  and  which  will  become 
effective  by  December  31,  1978.  Missis¬ 
sippi  states  that  the  principal  in¬ 
creased  costs  result  from  a  proposed 
increase  in  its  overall  rate  of  return, 
an  increase  in  depreciation  rate  appli¬ 
cable  to  storage  and  transmission 
property,  increased'  operation  and 
maintenance  expenses,  additional  Fed¬ 
eral  and  State  income  taxes  on  fully 
depreciated  tax  property  still  to  be  de¬ 
preciated  for  book  purposes,  and  the 
amortization  to  operating  costs  over  a 
5  year  period  of  a  gas  loss  from  Missis¬ 
sippi’s  West  Unionville  storage  field. 

Mississippi  has  also  proposed  in  its 
filing  a  change  in  its  rate  schedule 


CD-I  commodity  charge  to  provide  for 
the  institution  of  a  winter  period 
quantity  charge  and  a  proposal  to 
permit  waiver  of  certain  unauthorized 
overrun  penalties  under  specified  con¬ 
ditions  to  Mississippi’s  smaller  juris¬ 
dictional  customers. 

Copies  of  the  filing  have  been  served 
upon  Mississippi’s  jurisdictional  cus¬ 
tomers,  and  the  State  Commissions  of 
Arkansas,  Illinois,  and  Missouri. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
July  21,  1978.  Protests  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20042  Filed  7-19-78:  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  ER77-452) 

MONONGAHELA  POWER  CO.,  ET  AL 
Settlement  Agreement 

July  12,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  29,  1978, 
the  Allegheny  Power  Service  Corp.  on 
behalf  of  the  Monongahela  Power  Co., 
the  Potomac  Edison  Co.,  and  the  West 
Penn  Power  Co.,  tendered  for  filing  a 
proposed  settlement  agreement  in  the 
above-cited  docket.  On  July  3,  1978, 
Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge 
Jon  G.  Lotis  certified  this  settlement 
agreement  to  the  commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  pro¬ 
test  with  the  Federal  Energy  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  the  Commissions 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18 
CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  24, 
1978.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but 
will  not  serve  to  make  protestants  par¬ 
ties  to  the  proceeding.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20021  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  ER76-848] 

MONTANA  POWER  CO. 

Cemplianca  Filing 

July  11,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  Montana  Power  Co. 
on  June  22,  1978,  tendered  for  filing  in 
compliance  with  the  Commission’s 
order  of  May  6,  1977,  in  the  above- 
noted  docket,  a  summary  of  sale  made 
under  the  company’s  FERC  Electric 
Tariff  M-l  during  May  1978,  along 
with  cost  justification  for  each  rate 
charged. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  pro¬ 
test  with  the  Federal  Energy  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  July  24,  1978.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determing  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  prot¬ 
estants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20020  Filed  7-19-78:  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-403]  ■ 

NATURAL  GAS  PIPELINE  CO.  OF  AMERICA,  ET 
AL. 

Application  for  Certificate  and  Declaratory 
Order 

July  12,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  27,  1978, 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America 
(Natural),  The  People's  Gas  Light  and 
Coke  Co.  (Peoples),  and  North  Shore 
Gas  Co.  (North  Shore),  all  of  122 
South  Michigan  Avenue,  Chicago,  Ill. 
60603  (applicants),  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP78-403  an  application  pursuant  to 
section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  §  1.7  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.7) 
requesting  (1)  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
Natural  to  reschedule  Peoples’  and 
North  Shore’s  DMQ-1  deliveries  pur¬ 
suant  to  a  rescheduling  agreement 
dated  June  12,  1978,  with  Peoples  and 
North  Shore,  and  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  natural  gas  pursuant 
to  a  letter  agreement  dated  June  20, 
1978,  between  Northern  Natural  Gas 
Co.  (Northern)  and  Natural;  and  (2)  a 
declaratory  order  pursuant  to  §  1.7(c) 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  providing  that  the 
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status  of  Peoples  and  North  Shore  as 
exempt  from  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
under  section  1(c)  thereof  would 
remain  unaffected  by  their  participa¬ 
tion  in  an  exchange  of  natural  gas 
pursuant  to  the  rescheduling  agree¬ 
ment  dated  June  12,  1978,  and  a  gas 
banking  agreement  dated  May  3,  1978, 
entered  into  by  Peoples,  North  Shore 
and  Northern.  Alternatively,  Peoples 
and  North  Shore  request  (a)  certifi¬ 
cates  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  for  a  specified  term  authorizing 
Peoples  and  North  Shore  to  exchange 
natural  gas  pursuant  to  the 
rescheduling  agreement  and  the  gas 
banking  agreement;  (b)  a  declaratory 
order  that  with  the  exception  of  such 
authorizations,  the  status  of  Peoples 
and  North  Shore  as  exempt  from  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  under  section  1(c) 
thereof  would  be  unaffected  by  par¬ 
ticipation  in  the  proposed  gas  ex¬ 
change;  and  (c)  a  waiver  of  any  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  regulations  as 
to  Peoples  and  North  Shore  other 
than  appropriate  reporting  require¬ 
ments  limited  to  such  rescheduling 
and  exchange.  These  proposals  are 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

It  is  stated  that  by  the  terms  of  the 
gas  banking  agreement  Peoples  and 
North  Shore  would  make  available  to 
Northern  9,000,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas 
(6.000,000  Mcf  from  Peoples;  3,000,000 
Mcf  from  North  Shore)  during  each  of 
two  delivery  periods,  November  1, 
1978,  through  March  31,  1979,  and  No¬ 
vember  1,  1979,  through  March  31, 
1980.  Such  delivery,  it  is  further 
stated,  would  be  accomplished  by 
rescheduling  deliveries  pursuant  to 
the  rescheduling  agreement  dated 
June  12.  1978,  W'hich  would  otherwise 
be  made  to  Peoples  and  North  Shore 
by*  Natural  under  the  DMQ-1  Rate 
Schedule.  Peoples  and  North  Shore 
would  pay  Natural  for  all  volumes  de¬ 
livered  by  Natural  to  Northern  at  the 
time  of  such  delivery  in  accordance 
with  the  terms  of  the  DMQ-1  rate 
schedule  and  at  the  DMQ-1  rate  in 
effect  at  the  time  of  delivery  to  North¬ 
ern,  it  is  indicated.  Natural  proposes  to 
deliver  the  rescheduled  volumes  to 
Northern  at  an  existing 
interconnection  between  the  Natural 
and  Northern  systems  in  Mills  County, 
Iowa. 

Redelivery  of  thermally  equivalent 
volumes,  plus  2Vfe  percent  compressor 
fuel  would  be  made  through  Natural 
by  Northern  during  the  redelivery  pe¬ 
riods  of  April  1  through  October  31  in 
the  years  1980  and  1981,  pursuant  to 
the  letter  agreement  dated  June  20, 
1978,  between  Northern  and  Natural, 
it  is  said.  The  application  states  that 
the  redelivery  would  also  take  place  at 
the  Mills  County  interconnection  and 


that  Northern  has  agreed  to  pay  12.0 
cents  per  Mcf  at  1,000  Btu  for  all  vol¬ 
umes  delivered  to  it  by  Natural,  and  to 
furnish,  in  addition  to  volumes  deliv¬ 
ered  to  it  by  Natural,  3  percent  of  such 
redelivered  volumes  for  use  as  fuel  on 
Natural’s  system.  It  is  further  said 
that  the  volumes  designated  for 
redelivery  shall  be  redelivered  by  Nat¬ 
ural  to  Peoples  and  North  Shore  not¬ 
withstanding  any  discrepancy  between 
delivery  designations  and  volumes  ac¬ 
tually  delivered,  provided  that  North; 
era  shall  have  the  obligation  to  make 
up  any  deficiency.  Coincidently  with 
the  receipt  of  gas  from  Northern,  it  is 
stated,  Natural  would  deliver  equiva¬ 
lent  volumes  to  Peoples  and  North 
Shore  at  their  ordinary  delivery  points 
under  the  DMQ-1  Rate  Schedule. 

For  each  month  of  the  2-year  period 
November  1,  1978,  through  October  31, 
1980,  it  is  asserted  that  Northern  has 
agreed  to  pay  a  monthly  charge  of 
$132,500  to  Peoples  and  $67,500  to 
North  Shore,  which  charge  is  designed 
to  cover  only  carrying  costs  estimated 
to  be  incurred  throughout  the  term  of 
the  gas  banking  agreement  by  Peoples 
and  North  Shore. 

It  is  stated  that  no  new  facilities  are 
necessary  to  effectuate  the  above-men¬ 
tioned  exchange.  It  is  further  asserted 
that  the  agreements  entered  into  by 
Northern,  Natural,  North  Shore,  and 
Peoples  would  benefit  the  public  in 
that  the  companies  would  have  great¬ 
er  operating  flexibility,  the  ability  to 
use  available  volumes  of  gas  which  are 
not  required  for  firm  service  by  Peo¬ 
ples  and  North  Shore,  and  the  capac¬ 
ity  to  meet  anticipated  supply  prob¬ 
lems  in  the  future. 

Peoples  and  North  Shore  assert  that 
they  are  public  utilities  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Iliinois  Public  Utilities 
Act  and  are,  therefore,  subject  to  regu¬ 
lation  by  the  Illinois  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission.  Additionally,  they  assert  that 
the  gas  delivered  by  natural  to  North¬ 
ern  would  at  no  time  have  been  in 
their  possession,  that  title  to  the  gas 
received  from  Natural  would  not  pass 
to  them  until  such  gas  is  delivered  to 
them  within  the  State  of  Illinois,  and 
that  all  gas  so  delivered  would  be  ulti¬ 
mately  consumed  within  Illinois. 
Therefore,  the  application  continues, 
their  status  as  exempt  from  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  under  section  1(c)  thereof 
would  be  unaffected  by  their  partici¬ 
pation  in  the  proposed  exchange  ar¬ 
rangements.  and  they  request  a  de¬ 
claratory  order  so  stating.  Alternative¬ 
ly,  in  the  event  that  Peoples  and 
North  Shore  would  become  jurisdic¬ 
tional  as  a  result  of  their  participation 
in  the  proposed  exchange,  it  is  re¬ 
quested  that  the  Commission  issue 
certificates  limited  in  term  to  the  du¬ 
ration  of  the  proposed  exchange,  and 
declare  that,  with  the  exception  of 
such  authorization,  the  exempt  status 


of  Peoples  and  North  Shore  would  be 
unaffected. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
August  3,  1978,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  l.lttl  and  the  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  action  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicants  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20046  Piled  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-390] 

NATURAL  GAS  PIPELINE  CO.  OF  AMERICA, 
AND  TRUNKLINE  GAS  CO. 

Pipeline  Application 

July  10,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  23,  1978, 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America 
(Natural).  122  South  Michigan 
Avenue,  Chicago,  Ill.  60603  and 
Trunkline  Gas  Co.  (Trunkline),  3000 
Bissonnet,  Houston,  Tex.  77005  (collec¬ 
tively  applicants),  filed  in  docket  No. 
CP78-390  a  joint  application  pursuant 
to  section  9(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  the  ex- 
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change  of  up  to  50,000  Mcf  per  day  of 
natural  gas  (agreement  “A”)  and  up  to 
150,000  Mcf  per  day  of  natural  gas 
(agreement  “B”),  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  which  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicants  have  gas  available  in  the 
areas  served  by  the  High  Island  Off¬ 
shore  System  (HIOS)  and  the 
Stingray  Pipeline  Co.  (Stingray)  off¬ 
shore  transmission  system  through 
various  gas  purchase,  transportation 
and  exchange  agreements,  which  gas 
applicants  have  contracted  to  have 
transported  onshore.  Due  to  the  loca¬ 
tion  of  the  gas  supplies  of  Natural  and 
Trunkline,  it  is  advantageous  for  ap¬ 
plicants  to  enter  into  mutually  benefi¬ 
cial  exchange  arrangements  whereby 
Natural  will  utilize  part  of  its  capacity 
in  HIOS,  and  Trunkline  will  utilize 
part  of  its  capacity  in  Stingray  to 
enable  each  applicant  to  have  its  gas 
transported  onshore. 

Applicants  propose  to  exchange  up 
to  50,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  (agree¬ 
ment  “A”)  with  Trunkline  delivering 
gas  for  Natural’s  account  to  HIOS  in 
High  Island  blocks  A-316  and  A-434, 
and  Natural  delivering  thermally 
equivalent  volumes  to  Stingray  in 
High  Island  block  A-330  for 
Trunkline’s  account  for  transportation 
by  Stingray  through  its  facilities  on¬ 
shore  utilizing  the  Stingray-HIOS 
interconnect  facilities  which  extends 
from  High  Island  block  A-330  to  West 
Cameron  block  564. 

Also,  Natural  will  from  time  to  time 
have  volumes  of  gas  available  for 
transportation  through  Stingray  in 
excess  of  Natural’s  intention  capacity 
in  Stingray  to  deliver  such  excess 
quantities  to  HIOS  for  its  account.  To 
comply,  a  westward  flow  of  gas  from 
Stingray  to  HIOS  would  be  required, 
precluding  Trunkline  from  receiving 
its  gas  pursuant  to  agreement  “A”.  To 
accommodate  such  arrangements,  ap¬ 
plicants  propose  a  second  exchange 
agreement  (agreement  “B”).  When¬ 
ever  these  conditions  exist,  agreement 
"B”  will  supersede  agreement  “A”,  and 
Trunkline  will  deliver  gas  to  HIOS  for 
Natural’s  account  in  High  Island 
blocks  A-316  and  A-343  (agreement 
“A”  gas)  and  gas  from  High  Island 
block  A-350,  A-369,  A-370  and  West 
Cameron  block  633  (at  the  Stingray- 
HIOS  interconnection)  up  to  a  com¬ 
bined  daily  maximum  of  150,000  Mcf. 
Natural  will  redeliver  thermally  equiv¬ 
alent  volumes  of  gas  to  Stingray  for 
Trunkline’s  account  out  of  volumes  of 
Natural’s  gas  in  the  Stingray  system. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application,  on  or  before  July  28, 
1978,  should  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 


with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rule  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20047  Filed  7-19-78:  8:45  am) 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  Nos.  ER77-97,  et  al.  and  ER78-78, 
et  al.) 

NEW  ENGLAND  POWER  CO. 

Filing  of  Settlement  Agreement 

July  12,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  New  England 
Power  Co.  (NEP)  on  June  22,  1978, 
tendered  for  filing  a  settlement  agree¬ 
ment  executed  by  NEP  and  by  a  group 
of  NEP’s  unaffiliated  wholesale  cus¬ 
tomers.  NEP  states  that  the  settle¬ 
ment  agreement  relates  to  various 
credits  and  charges  in  NEP’s  general 
wholesale  rates  and  to  the  rates  NEP 
charges  for  transmission  of  power  to 
its  wholesale  customers  at  various  de¬ 
fined  types  of  delivery  points  and 
under  various  types  of  power  supply 
arrangements. 

NEP  further  states  that  the  settle¬ 
ment  agreement  is  being  submitted 
concurrently  in  NEP's  two  pending 
rate  proceedings  in  the  above- 
referenced  dockets,  since  controversies 
concerning  the  subject  credits,  charges 
and  rates  affect  the  proper  calculation 
of  NEP’s  wholesale  cost  of  service  and 


the  design  of  its  general  wholesale 
rates. 

NEP  requests  that  the  Commission 
grant  waiver  of  the  notice  require¬ 
ments  and  allow  the  settlement  rates 
to  become  effective  as  of  June  1,  1978 
coincident  with  the  effective  date  of 
NEP’s  R-12  rate  increase  in  docket  No. 
ER78-78  et  al.,  pending  consideration 
of  the  settlement  agreement  by  the 
Commission. 

NEP  indicates  its  willingness  to  col¬ 
lect  the  settlement  rates  subject  to 
refund  from  the  proposed  June  1,  1978 
effective  date,  pending  Commission 
consideration  of  the  settlement  agree¬ 
ment. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
July  25,  1978.  Protests  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20023  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am) 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-397) 

NORTHWEST  PIPELINE  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application 

July  12,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  27,  1978, 
Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.  (applicant), 
P.O.  Box  1526,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84110,  filed  in  docket  No.  CP78-397  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  permission 
and  approval  to  abandon  certain  natu¬ 
ral  gas  compression  facilities,  and  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  construction 
and  operation  of  certain  replacement 
compression  facilities,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicant  indicates  that  it  construct¬ 
ed  and  operates  one  800  horsepower 
compressor  in  the  North  Douglas 
Creek  gathering  system  located  in  Rio 
Blanco  County,  Colo.,  pursuant  to 
budget-type  authorization  issued  in 
docket  No.  CP76-130.  Applicant  fur¬ 
ther  indicates  that  it  is  currently  pur¬ 
chasing  natural  gas  from  24  wells  in 
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the  North  Douglas  Creek  area  with  a 
total  estimated  deliverability  of  ap¬ 
proximately  3,920  Mcf  per  day.  and 
that  it  anticipates  connecting  an  addi¬ 
tional  12  wells  per  year  in  the  North 
Douglas  Creek  gathering  system  until 
the  system  is  fully  developed.  It  is 
stated  that  the  North  Douglas  Creek 
gathering  system  with  36  wells  would 
have  an  estimated  daily  deliverability 
of  approximately  5,500  Mcf  in  1979. 
The  existing  800  horsepower  rental 
compressor  unit  installed  in  the  North 
Creek  gathering  system  is  only  capa¬ 
ble  of  compressing  approximately 
3,700  Mcf  per  day  at  50  psia  suction 
pressure  to  the  compressor  and  700 
psia  discharge  pressure  into  appli¬ 
cant’s  transmission  line,  it  is  said.  It  is 
stated  to  that  in  order  for  all  of  the 
wells  that  would  be  connected  to  the 
gathering  system  to  produce  efficient¬ 
ly,  the  horsepower  at  North  Douglas 
Creek  must  be  increased  in  order  to 
move  the  increased  volumes  of  natural 
gas  through  the  gathering  system  to 
applicant’s  main  transmission  system. 
Consequently,  applicant  proposes  to 
abandon  the  existing  800  horsepower 
unit  and  replace  it  with  a  permanent 
1,650  horsepower  compressor  unit. 

It  is  stated  that  pursuant  to  budget- 
type  authorization  issued  at  docket 
No.  CP76-459,  applicant  constructed 
and  operated  one  1,100  horsepower 
rental  compressor  unit  in  the  Founda¬ 
tion  Creek  gathering  system  of  Rio 
Blanco  County,  Colo.  Applicant  is  cur¬ 
rently  purchasing  natural  gas  from  30 
producing  wells  in  the  Foundation 
Creek  area,  with  a  total  estimated 
daily  deliverability  of  approximately 
6,200  Mcf,  it  is  said.  Applicant  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  existing  1,100  horsepow¬ 
er  rental  compressor  unit  installed  in 
the  Foundation  Creek  gathering 
system  is  capable  of  compressing  ap¬ 
proximately  8,000  Mcf  per  day  of  suc¬ 
tion  pressure  to  the  compressor  and  70 
psia  discharge  pressure  into  appli¬ 
cant’s  transmission  line.  Applicant 
states  that  it  anticipates  connecting  an 
additional  18  wells  in  1979  and  10  wells 
per  year  for  the  period  1980-1983  to 
the  Foundation  Creek  gathering 
system  until  the  area  is  fully  devel¬ 
oped.  It  is  stated  that  the  Foundation 
Creek  gathering  system  with  48  wells 
would  have  an  estimated  daily 
deliverability  of  approximately  13,600 
Mcf  in  1979;  consequently,  additional 
horsepower  is  necessary  to  produce 
the  anticipated  volumes.  It  is  further 
stated  that  as  the  gathering  system  is 
expanded  to  connect  additional  wells, 
the  suction  pressure  would  be  lowered 
to  approximately  50  psia  (to  maintain 
100  psia  or  less  at  the  various  well¬ 
heads),  thus  ensuring  efficient  produc¬ 
tion  of  the  gathering  system.  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  in  order  to  reduce  the 
line  pressure,  it  proposes  to  abandon 
the  existing  1,100  horsepower  rental 


compressor  unit  and  replace  it  with  a 
permanent  3,730  horsepower  unit. 

Applicant  proposes  to  construct  and 
operate  the  two  new  field  gathering 
compressor  stations  as  proposed 
herein  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
$3,717,285,  which  cost  would  be  fi¬ 
nanced  from  funds  on  hand  or  from 
short-term  borrowing  which  would  be 
repaid  from  funds  generated  under  a 
permanent  form  of  financing. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
August  3,  1978,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.70).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  and  permission  and 
approval  for  the  proposed  abandon¬ 
ment  are  required  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc  78-20046  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  ami 


[6740-02] 

(Docket  No.  CP78-398) 

PACIFIC  INTERSTATE  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

July  10,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  26,  1978, 
Pacific  Interstate  Transmission  Co. 
(applicant),  720  West  Eighth  Street, 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90017,  filed  in 
docket  No.  CP78-398  an  application 
pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
sale  of  natural  gas  to  Pacific  Lighting 
Service  Co.  (PLS),  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  which  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Pursuant  to  an  agreement  between 
applicant  and  PLS  dated  June  15, 
1978,  applicant  proposes  to  sell  on  a  , 
firm  basis  to  PLS  at  the  Needless  De¬ 
livery  Point  on  the  California- Arizona 
border  quantities  of  natural  gas  equal 
to  96  percent  of  the  quantities  of  gas 
delivered  by  Michigan  Consolidated 
Gas  Co.  (Mich  Con)  to  Michigan  Wis¬ 
consin  Pipe  Line  Co.  (Michigan  Wis¬ 
consin)  for  applicant’s  account  during 
the  contract  year  up  to  a  maximum 
daily  quantity  of  150,000  Mcf  during 
the  period  of  November  1,  1978, 
through  March  31,  1979,  and  up  to 
85,000,000  Mcf  on  a  best  efforts  basis 
during  the  period  of  November  1,  1978, 
through  March  31,  1981.  Applicant 
further  proposes  to  commence  the 
sales  to  PLS  on  or  about  November  1, 
1978. 

The  application  states  that  applicant 
and  Mich  Con  have  entered  into  an 
agreement  dated  June  1,  1978,  which 
provides  for  the  purchase  by  applicant 
of  16,000,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  on  a 
firm  basis  at  a  maximum  daily  quanti¬ 
ty  of  150,000  Mcf  and  up  to  85,000,000 
Mcf  of  gas  on  a  best  efforts  basis.  It  Is 
said  that  these  sales  would  commence 
on  November  1,  1978,  and  continue 
through  March  31,  1981.  Applicant 
states  that  there  is  no  guarantee  that 
any  best  efforts  gas  would  be  sold  and 
delivered  to  applicant  by  Mich  Con. 

Applicant  further  states  that  it  has 
entered  into  transportation  agree¬ 
ments  with  Michigan  Wisconsin  and 
Transwestern  Pipeline  Co. 

(Transwestern)  for  the  transportation 
of  the  gas  to  the  California-Arizona 
border.  Applicant  asserts  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  sale  and  transportation  would 
more  fully  utilize  the  existing  facilities 
of  Transwestern  and  make  available  to 
the  southern  California  market  sup¬ 
plies  of  natural  gas  pending  operation 
of  long-term  supply  projects. 

The  price  per  dekatherm  equivalent 
of  natural  gas  delivered  to  PLS  at  the 
California  border,  it  is  stated,  would 
be  approximately  $3.54  per  Mcf  during 
the  winter  months  and  $3.08  during 
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the  summer  months,  inclusive  of  appli¬ 
cant’s  fixed  charges  and  the  charges 
billed  by  Mich  Con,  Michigan  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  and  Transwestern.  However,  the 
use  of  Transwestem’s  pipeline  system 
to  transport  the  gas  in  question  would 
use  excess  capacity  in  that  system,  it  is 
asserted.  Therefore,  applicant  asserts, 
there  would  be  a  credit  applied  to  PLS 
by  Transwestem  in  the  amount  of 
35.98  cents  per  dekatherm  equivalent 
of  natural  gas  and  the  net  cost  to 
Southern  California  Gas  Co.  is  esti¬ 
mated  at  $3.18  and  $2.72  per  Mcf 
during  the  winter  and  summer  peri¬ 
ods,  respectively. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
July  31,  1978,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  owrn 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  applicant  to 


appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  78-20051  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 

[6740-02] 

(Docket  No.  ER78-465] 

PENNSYLVANIA  POWER  ft  LIGHT  CO. 

Notice  of  Filing 

July  11.  1978. 

Take  notice  that  Pennsylvania 
Power  &  Light  Co.  (PP&L)  on  June 
30,  1978,  tendered  for  filing  a  supple¬ 
mental  agreement  dated  June  30,  1978, 
between  Metropolitan  Edison  Co. 
(ME)  and  PP&L,  as  amended.  PP&L 
proposes  that  this  supplemental  agree¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  on  August 
1,  1978. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington.  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  July  18,  1978.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  prot¬ 
estants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  78-20049  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

(Docket  No.  RI77-U1] 

PENNZOIL  CO. 

Second  Amendment  to  Application  To  Increase 
Gathering  Allowance 

July  10,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  24,  1978, 
Pennzoil  Co.  (Pennzoil),  3100  Pennzoil 
Place,  Houston,  Tex.  77001,  filed  a 
second  amendment  to  the  application 
to  increase  gathering  allowance  in 
docket  No.  RI77-111  pursuant  to 
§  2.56(g). 

Pennzoil  now  seeks  authorization  to 
charge  47.88  cents  per  Mcf  based  on 
1977  cost  data  for  the  gathering  and 
compression  of  gas  purchased  from 
West  Virginia  small  producers.  The 
subject  gas  is  then  sold  to  Consolidat¬ 
ed  Gas  Supply  Corp.  Pennzoil's  initial 


application,  filed  on  June  28,  1977,  and 
noticed  by  the  Commission  on  August 
19,  1977,  requested  authorization  to 
charge  34.37  cents  per  Mcf  for  gas  pur¬ 
chased  from  West  Virginia  small  pro¬ 
ducers  and  produced  by  Pennzoil 
itself.  On  April  4,  1978,  Pennzoil  filed 
an  amended  application  which  was  no¬ 
ticed  by  the  Commission  on  April  20, 
1978,  eliminating  Pennzoil’s  own  pro¬ 
duction  from  the  request  for  authori¬ 
zation  to  charge  an  increased  rate. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  petition  should  on  or  before  July 
28,  1978,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  considered  by  it  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  party  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding,  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein,  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  78-20050  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 

[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CI78-735] 

PERRY  GAS  TRANSMISSION,  INC 
Limited  Term  Certificate  Application 

July  12,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  4,  1978, 
Perry  Gas  Transmission,  Inc.  (Appli¬ 
cant)  filed  in  docket  No.  CI78-735  an 
application  pursuant  to  §2.70  of  the 
Commission’s  statements  of  general 
policy  and  interpretations  and,  to  the 
extent  applicable,  §  157.23,  et  seq.,  of 
the  regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  Applicant  applied  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  with  pregranted  abandon¬ 
ment  the  sale  of  natural  gas  to  United 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Co. 

On  October  1,  1977,  applicant  en¬ 
tered  into  a  2-year  contract  with 
United,  covering  the  sale  to  United  of 
up  to  10,000  Mcf  per  day  pending  the 
commencement  of  Applicant’s  full  de¬ 
liveries  to  United  Texas  Transmission 
Co.  (UTTCO).  The  October  1,  1977, 
gas  purchase  contract  between  appli¬ 
cant  and  United  provides  that  the 
price  to  be  paid  applicant  shall  be 
$1.8324  per  Mcf  at  14.65  psia,  subject 
to  upward  and  downward  Btu  adjust¬ 
ment. 
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Applicant  is  currently  in  the  process 
of  constructing  an  intrastate  pipeline 
and  gathering  system  within  the  State 
of  Texas  which  will  extend,  upon  com¬ 
pletion  now  targeted  for  September  1, 
1978,  some  290  miles  from  wellhead 
connections  in  the  Texas  Panhandle 
to  a  point  of  interconnection  with  the 
intrastate  pipeline  facilities  of  LoVaca 
Gathering  Co.  (LoVaca)  near 
Sweetwater,  Tex.,  at  which  point  ap¬ 
plicant  proposes  to  sell  up  to  150,000 
Mcf  of  gas  a  day  to  UTTCO  pursuant 
to  a  Letter  of  Intent  dated  September 
28,  1976. 

Pending  completion  of  its  Texas 
Panhandle/Sweetwater  line,  applicant 
has  available  for  sale  under  its  gas 
purchase  contracts  with  various  pro¬ 
ducers  from  6,000  to  10,000  Mcf  of  gas 
per  day  for  which  it  currently  has  no 
market. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  10 
days  for  the  filing  of  protests  and  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene.  Therefore,  any 
person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to  make 
any  protest  with  reference  to  said  ap¬ 
plication  should  on  or  before  July  21, 
1978,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington. 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  considered  by  it  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing.  . 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20024  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

(Docket  Nos.  CI78-498.  CI78-500,  et  all 

PENNZOIL  OIL  t  GAS,  INC,  ET.  AL. 

Order  Directing  Filing  of  Direct  Case,  Consoli¬ 
dating  Proceedings,  and  Setting  Notice 

Period 

Issued  July  12,  1978. 

On  March  2,  1978,  applications  for 
optional  procedure  certificates  were 
filed  by  Pennzoil  Oil  &  Gas,  Inc. 
(POGI),  in  Docket  No.  CI78-498  for  its 
interest  in  High  Island  Block  A-520 
and  in  CI78-500  for  High  Island  Block 
A-323.  Pennzoil  Louisiana  and  Texas 
Offshore,  Inc.  (PLATO),  filed  applica¬ 
tions  for  optional  procedure  certifi¬ 
cates  on  March  2,  1978,  in  Docket  Nos. 
CI78-499  (High  Island  A-520)  and 
CI78-501  (High  Island  A-323).  Pogo 
Producing  Co.  (Pogo)  filed  optional 
procedure  applications  on  March  2, 
1978,  in  Docket  Nos.  CI78-502  (High 
Island  A-520)  and  CI78-503  (High 
Island  A-323).  All  six  applications  re¬ 
quested  initial  base  rates  of  $2.89/Mcf 
for  sales  to  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co. 
(United).  Deliveries  commenced  from 
High  Island  A-520  on  March  31,  1978, 
and  from  High  Island  A-323  on  June 
22,  1978,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
18  CFR  §  2.75(n). 

The  six  gas  sales  contracts,  executed 
February  1,  1978,  covering  these  six 
applications  are  essentially  identical 
and  the  pricing  provisions  of  each  con¬ 
tain  a  price  redetermination  clause,  an 
area  rate  clause,  a  deregulation  clause 
and  a  fixed  annual  escalation  clause. 
Additionally,  the  contracts  provide 
that  the  Applicants  may  utilize  up  to 
25  percent  of  the  total  gas  reserves  at¬ 
tributable  to  their  interest  in  the  oper¬ 
ation  of  the  leases  or  the  conduct  of 
their  business.  Each  contract  also  con¬ 
tains  depth  limitation  clauses. 

Applicants  request  waiver  of  18  CFR 
§§  2.75(f)  and  154.93  to  permit  accept¬ 
ance  for  filing  of  the  subject  contracts 
and  letter  agreements  with  provisions 
inconsistent  with  these  regulations. 

The  Commission  notes  that  other 
working  interest  owners  of  High 
Island  A-520,  owning  in  the  aggregate 
75  percent  of  the  interest  in  the  block, 
have  been  issued  certificates  at  the  ap¬ 
plicable  national  rate.1  Joint  working 
interest  owners  of  80  percent  of  High 


1  Cities  Service  Co.  with  25  percent  owner¬ 
ship  (and  the  block’s  operator)  was  issued  a 
permanent  certificate  at  the  national  rate  in 
CI77-693  on  Mar.  28,  1978;  Getty  Oil  Co. 
with  45  percent  ownership  received  a  per¬ 
manent  certificate  at  the  national  rate  in 
CI78-688  on  Mar.  28,  1978;  Superior  Oil  Co.; 
Natresco  Inc.;  Canadian  Superior  Oil,  Ltd.; 
and  Alminex  USA,  Inc.,  have  recevied  per¬ 
manent  certificates  at  the  national  rate  in 
Docket  Nos.  CI77-720  (3/28/78);  CI78-3  (3/ 
28/78);  CI77-803  (3/28/78);  and  CI78-36  (3/ 
28/78),  respectively. 


Island  A-323  have  been  issued  perma¬ 
nent  certificates  at  the  national  rate.* 

It  is  also  noted  that  on  May  22,  1978, 
Pinto,  Inc.  (Pinto),  filed  applications 
pursuant  to  the  optional  procedure  for 
its  interests  in  High  Island  A-520 
(CI78-785)  and  High  Island  A-323 
(CI7 8-787)  at  an  initial  contract  price 
of  $2.89/Mcf  for  sales  to  United.  Ecee, 
Inc.  (Ecee),  filed  pursuant  to  optional 
procedure  on  May  22,  1978,  in  CI78- 
784  for  sales  of  gas  from  High  Island 
A-323  at  an  initial  rate  of  $2.89/Mcf  to 
United.  Texas  Production  Co.  in  CI78- 
786  for  High  Island  A-323  and  Vesa, 
Inc.,  in  CI78-782  for  High  Island  A- 
520  filed  for  optional  procedure  initial 
rates  of  $2.89/Mcf  for  sales  to  United 
on  May  22,  1978.  TBP  Offshore  Co. 
(TBP)  in  CI78-783  (High  Island  A-520) 
and  CI78-763  (High  Island  A-323)  filed 
under  the  optional  procedure  on  May 
22,  1978,  for  an  initial  rate  of  $2.89/ 
Mcf  for  sales  to  United.  The  May  22, 
1978,  Applicants  in  the  aggregate  own 
2.4  percent  of  the  working  interest  of 
High  Island  A-323  and  3  percent  of 
High  Island  A-520. 

The  Commission  on  May  19,  1978, 
issued  Order  455-C,  “Further  Amend¬ 
ment  of  Statement  of  Policy  Relating 
to  Optional  Procedure  for 
Certificating  New  Producer  Sales  of 
Natural  Gas”  (Docket  No.  R-441). 
This  order  changed  18  CFR  §  2.75(o) 
to  allow  the  Commission  to  extend 
beyond  9  months  (from  the  date  deliv¬ 
eries  commence  pursuant  to  18  CFR 
§2.75(n))  the  time  required  before  an 
Applicant  could  collect  its  contract 
rate.  Since  the  May  22,  1978,  applica¬ 
tions  were  filed  after  the  promulga¬ 
tion  of  Order  455-C,  the  new  18  CFR 
§  2.75(o)  applies  to  them. 

Expedition  of  the  Commission’s 
business  requires  that  the  applications 
in  Docket  Nos.  CI78-498;  CI78-499; 
CI78-500;  CI78-501;  CI78-502;  CI78- 
503;  and  CI78-763;  CI78-782;  CI78-783; 
CI78-784;  CI78-785;  CI78-786;  and 

CI78-787  be  consolidated  into  a  single 
proceeding  as  they  involve  common 
issues  of  fact  and  law.* 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  proceedings  in  Docket  Nos. 
CI78-498;  CI78-499;  CI78-500;  CI78- 
501;  CI78-502;  CI78-503;  CI78-763; 


•Cities  Service,  with  19  percent  (and  the 
block’s  operator)  was  issued  a  permanent 
certificate  at  the  national  rate  in  CI77-699 
on  Mar.  28,  1978.  Alminex,  in  Docket  No. 
CI78-44;  Atlantic  Richfield,  in  CI77-736;  Ca¬ 
nadian  Superior,  in  CI77-802;  Getty,  in 
CI77-688;  Natresco.  in  CI78-2;  Superior,  in 
CI77-714;  Louisiana  Land  Offshore  Explora¬ 
tion,  in  CI78-158  were  issued  permanent  cer¬ 
tificates  at  the  national  rate  on  Mar.  28, 
1978. 

•The  Commission  has  instructed  the  Sec¬ 
retary  to  consider  the  granting  of  a  time  ex¬ 
tension  for  the  submission  of  the  direct  tes¬ 
timony  and  evidence  by  Pinto,  Ecee,  Vsea, 
Texas  Production  Co.,  and  TBP  in  the  event 
they  show  a  need  for  such  an  extension. 
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CI78-782;  CI78-783;  CI78-784;  CI78- 
785;  CI78-786;  and  CI78-787  are 

hereby  consolidated  for  all  purposes. 

(B)  POGI,  PLATO.  Pogo,  Pinto, 
Ecee,  Vsea,  Texas  Production  Co.,  and 
TBP,  respectively,  and  any 
intervenor(s)  supporting  the  individu¬ 
al  applications  for  optional  procedure 
certificates  shall  each  file  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  its  direct 
testimony  and  evidence  on  or  before 
August  4,  1978.  All  testimony  and  evi¬ 
dence  shall  be  served  upon  the  Com¬ 
mission  staff  and  all  parties  to  this 
consolidated  proceeding.  Each  Appli¬ 
cant  shall  submit  gas  supply  and  cost 
data  for  each  block  individually.  Each 
Applicant  may  submit  evidence  sup¬ 
porting  its  view  that  the  blocks  should 
be  treated  as  a  single  project.  Each 
Applicant  (except  PLATO)  shall 
submit  evidence  as  to  why  the  subject 
two  blocks  were  included  in  these  ap¬ 
plications  and  other  blocks  owned  by 
the  company  were  excluded.  The 
aforementioned  list  of  evidence  is  not 
intended  to  foreclose  the  data,  testi¬ 
mony,  or  other  evidence  not  specifical¬ 
ly  enumerated  from  being  brought 
within  this  proceeding.  This  require¬ 
ment  to  file  testimony  and  evidence 
does  not  waive  any  defect  in  any  of 
these  applications. 

(C)  Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protest  with  reference 
to  this  consolidated  proceeding  should 
on  or  before  July  31,  1978,  file  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  this  proceeding, 
or  to  participate  as  a  party  in  any 
hearing  herein,  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78  20025  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am) 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-3881 

PHILLIPS  PETROLEUM  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

July  12,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  14,  1978,' 
Phillips  Petroleum  Co.  (Applicant), 


•The  application  was  initially  tendered 
for  filing  on  June  14,  1978;  however,  the  fee 


583  Frank  Phillips  Building,  Bartles¬ 
ville,  Okla.  74004,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP78-388  an  application  pursuant  to 
section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for 
a  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  so  as  to  authorize  the  con¬ 
tinuation  of  a  gas  storage  service  by 
Applicant  for  Mountain  Fuel  Supply 
Co.  (Mountain  Fuel),  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  in  July  1969,  it 
commenced  a  miscible  gas  displace¬ 
ment  project  in  the  Bridger  Lake  unit 
in  Summit  County,  Utah,  by 
reinjecting  all  native  gas  produced  in 
the  Bridger  Lake  field  and  purchasing 
the  remaining  volumes  needed  for 
reinjection  from  Mounttain  Fuel  pur¬ 
suant  to  a  contract  dated  July  31, 
1969,  which  provided  for  interruptible 
gas  sales.  Applicant  asserts  that  is  was 
later  advised  that  due  to  supply  prob¬ 
lems  during  peak  demand  in  the 
winter  heating  season,  it  would  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  curtailment. 

Applicant  states  that  in  order  suc¬ 
cessfully  to  maintain  its  miscible  gas 
displacement  project,  it  is  necessary 
continuously  to  maintain  reservoir 
pressure  of  at  least  5,300  psi,  and 
continous  gas  injection  is  necessary  to 
maintain  the  project  and  replace 
voidage  created  by  oil  production.  It  is 
asserted  that  in  order  to  prevent  any 
serious  curtailment.  Mountain  Fuel 
and  Applicant  entered  into  a  gas  stor¬ 
age  agreement  dated  September  13, 
1971,  which  provided  that  Applicant 
would  keep  Mountain  Fuel  advised  of 
the  volume  of  gas  needed  to  maintain 
minimum  reservoir  pressure  and 
Mountain  Fuel  would  have  a  right  to 
supply  additional  volumes  for  injec¬ 
tion  for  Mountain  Fuel’s  own  account 
which  could  be  withdrawn  by  Moun¬ 
tain  Fuel  when  needed  to  satisfy  de¬ 
mands  during  the  winter  heating 
season. 

Applicant  states  that  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  (FPC)  by  order 
issued  September  22,  1975,  in  Docket 
Nos.  CP75-131  et  al.  (54  FPC - ),  in¬ 

stituted  a  show  cause  proceeding 
which  also  authorized  Mountain  Fuel 
to  retain  in  place  the  facilities  re¬ 
quired  and  to  operate  such  facilities 
and  to  implement  the  subject  storage 
service  in  the  Bridger  Lake  field  by 
Applicant  conditioned  upon  appropri¬ 
ate  subsequent  filings  by  Applicant. 
Applicant  further  states  that  on  July 
1.  1977,  the  FPC  issued  an  order  af¬ 
firming  initial  decision  in  part  and  re¬ 
versing  initial  decision  in  part  in 
Docket  Nos.  CP75-131  et  al.,  which 
further  requires  Applicant  to  file  for 
certificate  authorization  concerning 


required  by  sec.  159.1  of  the  regulations 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  159.1) 
was  not  paid  until  July  6,  1978;  thus,  filing 
was  not  completed  until  the  latter  date. 


the  1971  gas  storage  agreement  be¬ 
tween  Applicant  and  Mountain  Fuel. 

Applicant  asserts,  therefore,  that  it 
is  filing  herein  for  the  subject  authori¬ 
zation  to  provide  a  storage  service  for 
Mountain  Fuel.  It  further  asserts  that 
the  facilities  used  incidentally  for  the 
storage  service  in  the  Bridger  Lake 
field  consist  of  the  Fork  “A”  No.  5  in¬ 
jection  well,  short  lengths  of  pipe,  and 
compression  equipment. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
August  2,  1978,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20052  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am) 


[6740-02] 

[Project  No.  943] 

PUBLIC  UTILITY  DISTRICT  NO.  1  OF  CHELAN 
COUNTY,  WASH. 

Application  for  New  License 

July  12,  1978. 

Public  notice  is  given  that  an  appli¬ 
cation  for  new  major  license  was  filed 
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on  January  18,  1977,  under  the  Feder¬ 
al  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  791a-825r,  by 
Public  Utility  District  No.  1  of  Chelan 
County,  Wash.  (Applicant)  (correspon¬ 
dence  to:  Mr.  Howard  C.  Elmore,  Man¬ 
ager,  P.U.D.  No.  1  of  Chelan  County, 
P.O.  Box  1231,  Wenatchee,  Wash. 
98801;  Harvey  F.  Davis,  Esq.,  David, 
Arneil,  Dorsey,  Kight  &  Paulette,  605 
Doneen  Building;  Wenatchee,  Wash. 
98801;  John  C.  Mason,  Esq.,  Morgan, 
Lewis  &  Bockius,  1800  M  Street  NW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20036),  for  its  con¬ 
structed  Rock  Island  Project  No.  943. 

The  Rock  Island  Project  is  located 
on  the  Columbia  River,  a  navigable 
waterway  of  the  United  States,  in 
Chelan  and  Douglas  Counties,  Wash. 
The  project  also  affects  lands  of  the 
United  States. 

FToject  No.  943  has  an  installed  ca¬ 
pacity  of  622,500  kW  and  consists  of: 
(l)a  2,524-foot  long  concrete  gravity 
dam,  135  feet  maximum  height,  in¬ 
cluding  the  10-unit  left  bank  power¬ 
house,  a  gated,  1,184-foot  long  spill¬ 
way,  the  8-unit  right  bank  power¬ 
house,  now  under  construction,  and 
fish  passage  facilities  at  each  end  of 
the  dam  and  in  the  center  of  the  spill¬ 
way;  (2)  the  1,800-acre,  20  mile  long 
reservoir  providing  about  60,000  acre- 
feet  of  storage  at  maximum  water  sur¬ 
face  elevation  613.0  feet  USC  &  GS 
datum;  (3)  transmission  lines,  includ¬ 
ing  six  individual  115-kV,  three-phase 
circuits  2  miles  in  length,  connecting 
the  two  project  powerhouses  to  the 
McKenzie  substation  and  Bonneville 
Power  Administration’s  Valhalla 
Switchyard,  and  5.9  miles  of  115-kV, 
three  phase  circuit  comprising  the 
Rock  Island-Wenatchee  line,  and 
about  83.5  miles  of  115-kV,  three 
phase  circuit  comprising  the  Rock 
Island-Beverly  line,  and  about  1.5 
miles  of  115-kV  circuit  comprising  the 
Dryden  Substation  top  line;  and  (4)  all 
appurtenant  facilities.  Approximately 
14.5  miles  of  the  Rock  Island-Beverly 
transmission  line  are  owned  and  oper¬ 
ated  by  Puget  Sound  Power  &  Light 
Co.  (Puget). 

The  existing  recreational  develop¬ 
ment  at  the  project  includes  a  golf 
course,  a  fishing  pond  and  a  swimming 
area  at  Rock  Island;  a  boat  launch 
area  at  Douglas  County  Park;  and  a 
boat  launch  ramp,  an  ice  rink,  and 
“Sternwheeler  Park”  day-use  area  at 
the  Wenatchee  Waterfront.  An  exhib¬ 
it  R  was  filed  on  March  1,  1978,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  article  55  of  the  original  license 
and  the  Applicant  stated  that  it  would 
rely  on  this  exhibit  R  to  fulfill  its  rec¬ 
reational  requirement  for  its  new  li¬ 
cense.  Public  notice  of  the  filing  of  the 
exhibit  R  which  included  a  description 
of  the  proposed  facilities  was  issued  on 
May  23,  1978. 

The  power  generated  by  the  project 
is  utilized  by  the  Applicant  in  its  own 
electric  system  and  by  Puget. 


FEDERAL 


On  October  1,  1977,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  Organization  Act  (DOE  Act), 
Pub.  L.  95-91,  91  Stat.  565  (August  4, 
1977),  and  Executive  Order  No.  12009, 
42  FR  46267  (September  15,  1977),  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  (FPC) 
ceased  to  exist  and  its  functions  and 
regulatory  responsibilities  were  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Secretary  of  Energy  and 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  (FERC)  which,  as  an  inde¬ 
pendent  commission  within  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Energy,  was  activated  on 
October  1,  1977.  The  functions  which 
are  subject  of  this  proceeding  were 
specifically  transferred  to  the  FERC 
by  section  402(a)(1)  or  402(a)(2)  of  the 
DOE  Act. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
September  18,  1978,  file  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  or  a  protest  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  18 
CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1977).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion's  rules. 

The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20026  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  Nos.  E-8586,  8587] 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO.  OF  INDIANA 
Notice  of  Filing 

July  12.  1978. 

Take  notice  that  Public  Service  Co. 
of  Indiana  on  June  2,  1978,  tendered 
for  filing  a  refund  report.  Such  re¬ 
funds  cover  the  difference  in  billings 
under  the  rate  schedules  placed  into 
effect  October  15,  1974,  applicable  to 
customers  served  under  FERC  electric 
tariff,  third  revised  volume  No.  I  and 
FERC  electric  tariff  first  revised 
volume  No.  II  and  the  rate  schedules 
approved  by  the  Commission  order  of 
May  4,  1978.  The  refund  covers  billing 
for  the  period  October  15,  1974, 

through  March  30,  1976  together  with 
interest  at  9  percent  per  annum 
through  June  3,  1978. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
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Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the. Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  July  24,  1978.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20027  Filed  7-17-78;  8:45  am] 

[6740-02] 

[Project  No.  2288] 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO.  OF  NEW  HAMPSHIRE 

Application  for  Approval  of  Change  in  Land 
Rights 

July  12,  1978. 

The  public  should  take  notice  that 
an  application  was  filed  on  April  2, 
1978,  under  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  791a-825r,  by  the  Public  Service 
Co.  of  New  Hampshire  (Applicant) 
(correspondence  to:  Mr.  Russell  A. 
Winslow,  Secretary,  Public  Service  Co. 
of  New  Hampshire,  P.O.  Box  330,' 
Manchester,  N.H.  03105),  for  a  change 
in  land  rights  at  FERC  Project  No. 
2288,  known  as  the  Gorham  Hydro¬ 
electric  Project.  Project  No.  2288  is  lo¬ 
cated  on  the  Androscoggin  River  in 
Gorham,  New  Hampshire. 

Applicant  seeks  Commission  approv¬ 
al  of  a  conveyance  to  the  town  of 
Gorham,  N.H.  (town)  of  6.39-acres  of 
project  lands  for  the  purpose  of  con¬ 
structing  and  operating  a  sewage 
treatment  plant  and  a  highway 
garage,  and  for  other  municipal  pur¬ 
poses.  Applicant  also  seeks  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  grant  the  following  easements 
across  project  lands  to  the  town: 

(a)  A  strip  of  land  50  feet  wide  and 
approximately  300  feet  long  for  an 
access  roadway  extending  from  Main 
Street  to  the  proposed  sewage  treat¬ 
ment  plant  and  maintenance  garage; 

(b)  A  strip  of  land  20  feet  wide  and 
approximately  850  feet  long  for  an 
outflow  discharge  line  from  the  pro¬ 
posed  sewage  treatment  plant  to  the 
Androscoggin  River; 

(c)  A  strip  of  land  20  feet  wide  and 
1,855  feet  long  for  a  sewage  influent 
pipeline  extending  from  Jewell  Street 
to  the  proposed  sewage  treatment 
plant;  and 

(d)  An  irregularly  shaped  parcel  of 
land  approximately  200  feet  long  and 
extending  from  a  point  midway  be- 
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tween  Jewell  and  Alpine  Street  to  a 
point  10  feet  west  of  the  centerline  of 
Alpine  Street. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  makde  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should,  on  or  before 
August  21,  1978,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20426;  a  petition  to  intervene 
or  a  protest  in  accordance  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
or  1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
the  protestants  parties  to  a  proceed¬ 
ing.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  78-20028  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am) 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  RP77-6) 

SEA  ROBIN  PIPELINE  CO. 

Order  Denying  Rehearing  and  Clarifying  Order 

Approving  Settlement  Agreement  Subject  to 

Condition* 

July  12,  1978. 

By  letter  order  issued  May  11.  1978, 
the  Commission  accepted  and  ap¬ 
proved,  subject  certain  conditions,  a 
stipulation  and  agreement  in  settle¬ 
ment  of  this  general  rate  proceeding. 
On  June  12,  1978,  Sea  Robin  Pipeline 
Co.  (Sea  Robin)  filed  a  “petition  for 
rehearing  and/or  clarification”of  the 
condition  in  that  letter  order  requiring 
Sea  Robin  to  record  in  a  deferred  ac¬ 
count  and  credit  back  to  its  customers 
the  revenues  received  from  new  trans¬ 
portation  services.1  Sea  Robin’s  appli- 

1  In  the  letter  order  (mimeo  at  5)  the  Com¬ 
mission  explained  this  requirment  and  the 
basis  for  its  attachment  as  a  condition  to 
the  approval  of  the  settlement: 

We  note  that  since  the  settlement  agree¬ 
ment  was  negotiated  in  Docket  No.  RP77-6, 
Sea  Robin  has  been  authorized  to  transport 
additional  volumes  of  gas  through  its  exist¬ 
ing  facilities  under  new  agreements.  Since 
these  additional  transportation  volumes  are 
not  reflected  in  the  billing  units  used  to  de¬ 
termine  the  settlement  rates  in  Docket  No. 
RP77-6,  it  is  appropriate  to  condition  the 
settlement  to  require  Sea  Robin  to  set  up  a 
subaccount  in  account  191  to  accumulate 
revenues  received  from  these  new  transpor¬ 
tation  rate  schedules  to  the  extent  that  the 
volumes  under  such  rate  schedules  were  not 
included  in  the  settlement  billing  units. 
These  revenues,  in  turn,  shall  be  flowed 
back  to  all  of  Sea  Robin’s  customers 


cation  for  rehearing  will  be  denied  and 
its  alternative  requests  for  certain 
clarifications  will  be  partially  granted 
as  discussed  below. 

Application  For  Rehearing 

Sea  Robin  contends  that  we  pro¬ 
vided  no  basis  or  rationale  for  the 
refund  requirement.  It  suggests  that 
this  condition  is  inconsistent  with  the 
settlement  provisions  for  recovery  of 
its  transportation  costs,  noting  that 
the  tracking  provision  in  the  stipula¬ 
tion  and  agreement  were  limited  to 
the  recovery  of  costs  of  transportation 
services  rendered  by  two  companies 
under  existing  agreements.  Sea  Robin 
concludes  that  we  should  either  pro¬ 
vide  for  recovery  and  flow  through  of 
all  costs  and  revenues  associated  with 
transportation  agreements,  or  limit 
our  conditions  to  the  revenues  from 
transportation  agreements  contem¬ 
plated  by  the  stipulation  and  agree¬ 
ment.1 

As  shown  by  the  excerpt  from  the 
letter  order,  supra  note  1,  we  have  al¬ 
ready  provided  a  full  rationale  for  at¬ 
tachment  of  this  condition.  If  we  were 
to  ignore  the  additional  transportation 
services  initiated  by  Sea  Robin  after 
the  stipulation  and  agreement  was 
submitted,  then  Sea  Robin’s  use  of  the 
settlement  rates  without  refund  condi¬ 
tion  would  yield  revenues  substantial¬ 
ly  exceeding  its  allowed  costs  and 
return.  Moreover,  we  find  no  merit  in 
Sea  Robin's  theoretical  observations 
about  cost  and  revenue  consistency. 
Sea  Robin  has  neither  asserted  nor 
shown  that  it  is  actually  incurring  ad¬ 
ditional  costs  for  transportation  ser¬ 
vices  provided  to  it.  We  have  already 
permitted  appropriate  reduction  of 
the  credited  revenues  for  “demonstrat¬ 
ed  incremental  costs  incurred  in  pro- 

through  a  6  month  surcharge  credit  im¬ 
posed  at  the  time  of  Sea  Robin’s  semiannual 
PGA  rate  filings.  The  unit  surcharge  credit 
shall  equal  the  total  revenues  accumulated 
in  the  account,  less  the  demonstrated  incre¬ 
mental  costs  incurred  in  providing  such  ser¬ 
vices  not  other  wise  recoverable,  divided  by 
the  total  sales  and  transportation  per¬ 
formed  under  the  rate  schedules  reflected 
in  the  settlement  billing  units  to  insure  that 
Sea  Robin  will  not  overcollect  its  fixed 
costs. 

’As  a  further  condition  to  approval  of  the 
stipulation  and  agreement.  Sea  Robin  was 
required  to  file  revised  settlement  rates  re¬ 
flecting  the  removal  of  the  costs  and  vol¬ 
umes  associated  with  facilities  not  placed  in 
service  by  October  1,  1977.  Thus,  the  Com¬ 
mission  partially  modified  the  provisions  of 
the  stipulation  and  agreement  establishing 
a  "New  Facility  Date”  of  September  1,  1977, 
when  the  revised  settlement  rates  would 
become  effective,  and  for  the  determination 
of  the  specific  new  facilities  and  associated 
volumes  which  would  be  reflected  in  the  set¬ 
tlement  rates.  These  revised  rates  reflecting 
new  facilities  and  volumes  shall  be  effective 
from  October  1,  1977,  as  required  by  the 
Commission’s  May  11,  1978,  letter  order  in- 
this  docket. 


viding  such  services  (and)  not  other¬ 
wise  recoverable. 

Request  for  Clarification 

Sea  Robin  further  suggests  that,  if 
this  refund  condition  is  not  deleted, 
then  three  modification^  are  required. 
First  the  additional  revenues  should 
be  credited  back  only  to  the  demand 
component  of  Sea  Robin’s  rates,  be¬ 
cause  all  of  Sea  Robin’s  fixed  costs  are 
recovered  through  its  demand  charges. 
Second,  the  actual  credit  amounts 
should  be  determined,  according  to 
Sea  Robin,  by  using  actual  demand 
billing  determinants  rather  than  the 
settlement  billing  units.  Last.  Sea 
Robin  contends  that  the  provision  for 
reduction  of  credited  revenues  by 
“demonstrated  incremental  costs”  will 
give  rise  to  frequent  and  unnecessary 
disputes  about  overhead  costs  attribut¬ 
able  to  such  transactions.  It  suggests  a 
modification  allowing  reduction  of  the 
credited  revenues  for  “out-of-pocket” 
expenses  plus  a  general  administrative 
and  overhead  charge  of  1  cent  for  each 
additional  Mcf  transported. 

Sea  Robin’s  last  request  for  clarifica¬ 
tion  is  denied.  Sea  Robin  has  not  pro¬ 
vided  any  factual  support  for  a  general 
administrative  charge  of  1  cent  per 
Mcf.  The  stipulation  and  agreement 
provides  for  full  recovery  of  Sea 
Robin’s  administrative  and  general  ex¬ 
penses.  Sea  Robin  shall  be  entitled  to 
reduce  the  revenue  credits  only  to  the 
extent  that  it  clearly  demonstrates 
that  it  has  actually  incurred  out-of- 
pocket  expenses  or  incremental  admin¬ 
istrative  costs  as  a  direct  result  of  pro¬ 
viding  additional  transportation  ser¬ 
vices  which  were  not  contemplated  by 
the  settlement  stipulation  and  agree¬ 
ment,  and  that  these  additional  costs 
will  not  be  otherwise  recovered.  The 
elimination  of  possible  future  disputes 
is  not  a  proper  basis  for  permitting  the 
recovery  of  additional  charges  which 
are  not  cost  supported,  even  if  the  pro¬ 
posed  charge  is  not  substantial. 

Sea  Robin’s  first  two  requests  for 
clarification  shall  be  granted  subject 
to  a  requirement  that  the  accrual  of 
the  additional  revenues  and  the  credit¬ 
ing  back  of  those  amounts  shall  reflect 
the  demand  revenues  and  billing  units 
imputed  from  the  additional  transpor¬ 
tation  services  rendered  under  straight 
line  rates  which  do  not  include  sepa¬ 
rate  demand  and  commodity  charges. 
Sea  Robin  shall  credit  to  the 
subaccount  of  account  191  all  revenues 
collected  under  the  demand  charges 
for  new  transportation  agreements 
plus  the  revenues  attributable  to  the 
demand  portion  of  any  straight  line 
rates  charged  for  new  transportation 
agreements.  After  the  appropriate  re¬ 
ductions  for  demonstrated  increment¬ 
al  costs,  those  revenues  shall  be  flowed 
back  to  Sea  Robin’s  customers,  using 
actual  demand  billing  units  for  sales 
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and  transportation  services  plus 
demand  billing  units  imputed  on  an 
actual  basis  for  services  provided 
under  straight  line  rates.  In  all  other 
respects,  the  terms  of  this  refund  con¬ 
dition  and  the  other  conditions  on  our 
approval  of  the  stipulation  and  agree¬ 
ment,  including  the  change  of  the 
“New  Facility  Date”  to  October  1, 

1977,  shall  continue  as  originally 
stated  in  the  letter  order  of  May  11, 

1978. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Sea 
Robin’s  requests  for  clarification  are 
granted,  in  part,  as  explicitly  stated  in 
the  body  of  this  order. 

(B)  To  the  extent  not  granted  in  this 
order.  Sea  Robin’s  requests  for  clarifi¬ 
cation  and  rehearing  of  the  May  11, 
1978,  letter  order  are  denied. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20029  Filed  7-19-78:  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-385] 

SEA  ROBIN  PIPELINE  CO. 

Pipeline  Application 

July  10.  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  20,  1978, 
Sea  Robin  Pipeline  Co.  (Sea  Robin). 
P.O.  Box  1478,  Houston.  Tex.  77001, 
filed  in  docket  No.  CP78-385,  an  appli¬ 
cation  pursuant  to  sections  7(b)  and 
7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  as  imple¬ 
mented  by  §  157.7(g)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion's  regulations  thereunder  (18  CFR 
157.7(g))  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  (1) 
abandonment  of  field  compression  and 
related  metering  and  appurtenant  fa¬ 
cilities.  (2)  construction  of  new  or  ad¬ 
ditional  field  compression  and  related 
metering  and  appurtant  facilities  and 
(3)  removal  and  relocation  of  existing 
field  compression  and  related  meter¬ 
ing  and  appurtenant  facilities,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

The  purpose  of  this  “budget-type” 
proposal  is  to  augment  Sea  Robin’s 
ability  to  act  with  reasonable  dispatch 
in  the  construction  and  abandonment 
of  facilities  which  will  not  result  in 
changing  Sea  Robin’s  system  capacity 
or  service  from  that  authorized  prior 
to  the  filing  of  the  instant  application. 

The  total  cost  of  the  proposed  facili¬ 
ties  to  be  constructed  hereunder  and 
the  abandonment  of  facilities  will  not 
exceed  $3  million  with  no  single  proj¬ 
ect  to  exceed  $500,000.  Sea  Robin 
plans  to  finance  these  costs  from 
funds  on  hand. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application,  on  or  before  July  28, 


NOTICES 

1978,  should  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
Washington.  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion's  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  its  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission's 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless^  othewise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary 

(FR  Doc  78  20053  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP76-97] 

STINGRAY  PIPELINE  CO. 

Change  in  Tariff 

July  10,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  14,  1978, 
Stingray  Pipeline  Co.  (Stingray) 
tendered  for  filing  the  following 
sheets  to  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff  Original 
Volume  No.  1: 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.7. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.8. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.9. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.  10. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.ll. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.12. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.13. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.14. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.15. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.  16. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.  17. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.  18. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.19. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.20. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.21. 


First  Revised  Sheet  No.  22. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.23. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No. 24. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.25. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.26. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.27. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.  28. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.29. 

First  Revised  Sheet -No.30. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.31. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.32. 

Original  Sheet  No.32  A 
Original  Sheet  No.32B. 

Original  Sheet  No.32C. 

Original  Sheet  No.32D. 

An  effective  date  of  June  15.  1978  is 
proposed. 

Stingray  states  that  these  revised 
tariff  sheets  amend  rate  schedule  T-l 
by  reflecting  the  terms  of  a  contract 
amendment  between  Stingray,  Truck¬ 
line  Gas  Co.  and  Natural  Gas  Pipeline 
Co.  of  America  dated  May  3,  1978.  The 
amendment  provides  for  a  point  of  re¬ 
ceipt  and  an  offshore  point  of  delivery 
at  High  Island  block  A-330  platform- 
such  point  being  the  interconnection 
between  HIOS  and  Stingray  systems. 

Stingray  states  that  copies  of  its 
filing  have  been  served  on  Trunkline 
Gas  Co.  and  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co. 
of  America. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application,  on  or  before  July  28, 
1978,  should  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington.  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78  20054  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP70-7,  (Phase  II)] 

SOUTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Petition  To  Amend 

July  10,  1978. 

On  October  1,  1977.  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  Organization  Act  (DOE  Act), 
Pub.  L.  95-91,  91  StaL  565  (August  4. 
1977),  and  Executive  Order  No.  12009, 
42  FR  46267  (September  15,  1977),  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  ceased  to 
exist  and  its  functions  and  regulatory 
responsibilities  were  transferred  to  the 
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Secretary  of  Energy  and  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  commission 
(FERC)  which,  as  an  independent 
commission  within  the  Department  of 
Energy,  was  activated  on  October  1, 
1977.  The  functions  which  are  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  this  proceeding  were  specifical¬ 
ly  transferred  to  the  FERC  by  section 
402(a)(1)  of  the  DOE  Act. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  23,  1978, 
Southern  Natural  Gas  Co.  (petitioner), 
P.O.  Box  2563,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35202,  filed  in  docket  No.  CP70-7 
(phase  II)  a  petition  to  amend  the 
order  of  October  29,  1969  (42  FPC  944) 
issued  by  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion  (FPC)  in  the  instant  docket  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  so  as  to  permit  petitioner  to 
change  the  applicable  rate  schedule 
under  which  it  sells  gas  to  the  town  of 
Raleigh,  Miss.  (Raleigh),  from  rate 
schedule  OCD-1  to  rate  schedule  G-l, 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  peti¬ 
tion  to  amend  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

It  is  indicated  that  pursuant  to  the 
FPC  order  of  October  29,  1969,  peti¬ 
tioner  was  authorized,  inter  alia,  to 
sell  and  deliver  a  maximum  delivery 
obligation  of  650  Mcf  of  natural  gas 
per  day  to  Raleigh  pursuant  to  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  its  G-l  rate 
schedule.  It  is  further  indicated  that 
in  October  1972,  Raleigh  requested 
that  its  service  be  changed  to  petition¬ 
er’s  OCD-1  rate  schedule,  and,  it  is 
stated,  petitioner  currently  renders 
service  to  Raleigh  under  its  OCD-1 
rate  schedule  as  provided  for  by  the 
First  Revised  Exhibit  A  to  the  service 
agreement  between  petitioner  and  Ra¬ 
leigh,  which  exhibit  was  accepted  by 
the  FPC  on  November  15,  1972. 

The  petition  states  that  pursuant  to 
§  14.2  of  the  general  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  petitioner’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff, 
Sixth  Revised  volume  No.  1,  Raleigh 
has  requested  that  it  amend  said  ex¬ 
hibit  A  to  change  the  applicable  rate 
schedule  from  OCD-1  to  G-l.  Petition¬ 
er  states  that  such  modification  would 
not  change  the  maximum  amount  of 
gas  petitioner  would  be  obligated  to 
deliver  to  Raleigh,  and  approval  of  the 
proposed  Second  Revised  Exhibit  A 
would  allow  Raleigh  to  purchase  gas 
under  petitioner’s  G-l  rate  schedule 
which  would  result  in  a  reduction  of 
its  purchased  gas  cost. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  petition  to  amend  should  on  or 
before  August  1,  1978,  file  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 


it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20055  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

(Docket  No.  CI78-790] 

SUN  OIL  CO. 

Limited  Term  Certificate  Application 

July  12,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  16,  1978, 
Sun  Oil  Co.  (applicant)  filed  in  docket 
No.  CI78-790  an  application  for  a  lim¬ 
ited-term  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  section  7  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,  as  amended,  and  section  2.70 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure. 

Sun  proposes  to  sell  gas  from  various 
sources  of  supply  in  DeSoto  and 
Sabine  Parishes,  La.,  up  to  a  maximum 
volume  of  10,000  Mcf  per  day,  to  Ten¬ 
nessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  (Tennessee) 
under  contract  dated  April  25,  1978,  at 
180.3873$  per  Mcf,  at  14.73  psia.  Term 
will  be  for  period  commencing  with 
the  date  of  initial  deliveries  of  gas  to 
Tennessee  and  expiring  on  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  Sun’s  pipeline  connection 
with  an  existing  intrastate  market  or 
November  30,  1978,  whichever  occurs 
first. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  10 
days  for  the  filing  of  protests  and  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene.  Therefore,  any 
person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to  make 
any  protest  with  reference  to  said  ap¬ 
plication  should  on  or  before  July  21, 
1978,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  considered  by  it  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 


Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  78-20030  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

(Docket  Nos.  CP77-387  and  CP78-44] 

TENNESSEE  GAS  PIPELINE  CO.,  A  DIVISION  OF 
TENNECO  INC 

Tariff  Filing 

July  12,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  5,  1978, 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.,  a  division 
of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Tennessee),  tendered 
for  filing  proposed  tariff  sheets  to  its 
FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Sixth  Revised 
Volume  No.  2,  consisting  of  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

First  revised  sheet  Nos.  274,  and  274B 
through  274J 

Original  sheet  Nos.  283  through  283T 
A  sheet  reserving  original  sheet  Nos.  284 
through  299  for  future  use. 

Tennessee  states  that  these  tariff 
sheets  are  to  revise  its  rate  schedule 
T-53  and  institute  its  rate  schedule  T- 
62  in  accord  w’ith  the  Commission’s 
orders  in  docket  Nos.  CP77-387  and 
CP78-44. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application,  on  or  before  July  31, 
1978,  should  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  in- 
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tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

tFR  Doc  78-20031  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-370] 

TEXAS  EASTERN  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Pipeline  Application 

July  10,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  12,  1978, 
Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp. 
(Applicant)  filed  in  docket  No.  CP78- 
320  an  application  pursuant  to  Section 
7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
regulations  thereunder  for  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  public  convenience  and  necessi¬ 
ty  authorizing  the  acquisition,  by  pur¬ 
chase,  of  partial  ownership  in  certain 
existing  offshore  pipeline  facilities,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  which  is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  for  public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  acquire,  by 
purchase  from  Northern  Natural  Gas 
Co.  (Northern),  a  50  percent  interest 
in  1.92  miles  of  6-inch  pipeline  extend¬ 
ing  for  the  production  platform  to  a 
point  of  interconnection  with  the  off¬ 
shore  pipeline  of  Tennessee  Gas  Pipe¬ 
line  Co.  (Tennessee),  all  in  Vermilion 
block  60,  offshore  Louisiana,  at  a  cost 
of  $649,431.  Acquisition  of  partial  own¬ 
ership  of  the  pipeline  will  enable  ap¬ 
plicant  to  purchase  and  receive  gas 
supplies  committed  to  it  in  Vermilion 
blocks  60  and  64.  Such  gas  supplies 
will  be  transported  to  the 
interconnection  of  Tennessee’s  pipe¬ 
line,  for  further  transportation  by 
Tennessee  for  which  authorization  has 
been  requested  in  docket  No.  CP78- 
184. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application,  on  or  before  July  28, 
1978,  should  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington.  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requiremertts  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commissioin  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdictin  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 


Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20056  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-363] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CORP. 

Pipeline  Application 

July  10,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  2,  1978, 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp. 
(Applicant).  P.O.  Box  1396,  Houston. 
Tex.  77001,  filed  in  docket  No.  CP78- 
363  an  application  pursuant  to  Section 
7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  as  amend¬ 
ed.  and  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
construction,  installation  and  oper¬ 
ation  of  certain  pipeline  facilities  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  seeks  au¬ 
thorization  to  construct,  install  and 
operate  a  meter  and  regulator  station 
in  Vermilion  biock  325  and  2.25  miles 
of  12-inch  pipeline  from  block  325  to  a 
subsea  tap  on  Stingray  Pipeline  Co.’s 
(Stingray)  22-inch  line  in  Vermilion 
block  321.  Applicant  further  states 
that  such  facilities  will  be  utilized  to 
attach  block  325  reserves  which  will  be 
dedicated  and  sold  to  applicant.  It  is 
also  stated  that  Trunkline  Gas  Co.  has 
agreed  to  utilize  a  portion  of  its  capac¬ 
ity  in  Stringray  to  cause  Applicant's 
gas  to  be  delivered  to  the  High  Island 
Offshore  System  at  High  Island  block 
A-339  for  transportation  to  Appli¬ 
cant’s  system  in  onshore  Louisiana. 

Applicant  states  that  the  estimated 
cost  of  the  proposed  facilities  is 
$2,770,000.  which  will  be  financed  ini¬ 
tially  from  funds  on  hand  or  short¬ 
term  borrowings,  with  permanent  fi¬ 
nancing  to  be  arranged  at  a  later  date. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 


said  application,  on  or  before  July  28, 
1978,  should  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  pretest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirments  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determing  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  . 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  ; 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on  j 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal  ( 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of  , 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20011  Ftle  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP76-242] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CORP. 

Petition  To  Amend 

July  12.  1978. 

On  October  1,  1977,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  Organization  Act  (DOE  Act), 
Pub.  L.  95-91,  91  Stat.  565  (August  4, 
1977).  and  Executive  Order  No  12009, 
42  FR  46267  (September  15,  19770), 
the  Federal  Power  Commission  ceased 
to  exist  and  its  functions  and  regula¬ 
tory  responsibilities  were  transferred 
to  the  Secretary  of  Energy  and  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  FERC)  which  as  an  independent 
commission  within  the  Department  of 
Energy,  was  activated  on  October  1. 
1977.  The  functions  which  are  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  this  proceeding  were  specifical- 
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ly  transferred  to  the  FERC  by  section 
402(a)(1)  of  the  DOE  Act. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  23,  1978, 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp. 
(petitioner),  P.O.  Box  1396,  Houston, 
Tex.  77001,  filed  in  docket  No.  CP76- 
242  a  petition  to  amend  further  the 
order  issued  May  24,  1976,  as  amended 
March  3,  1977,  in  the  instant  docket, 
pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  and  §  2.79  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  general  policy  and  interpreta¬ 
tions  (18  CFR  2.79)  so  as  to  authorize 
petitioner  to  extend  the  term  of  its 
transportation  service  for  Cone  Mills 
Corp.  for  an  additional  2-year  term  (to 
June  24,  1980)  and  to  increase  the 
transportation  volumes  from  1,875 
Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day  to  3,000 
Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day  pursuant  to 
an  agreement  dated  June  2,  1978,  be¬ 
tween  petitioner,  Cone,  Public  Service 
Co.  of  North  Carolina,  Inc.  (Public 
Service),  Piedmont  Natural  Gas  Co., 
Inc.  (Piedmont),  and  Carolina  Pipeline 
Co.  (Carolina),  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  which  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

The  May  24,  1976,  order,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  authorized  petitioner  to  transport 
for  Cone  up  to  1,875  Mcf  of  natural 
gas  per  day,  which  gas  petitioner  re¬ 
ceives  from  Point  Coupee  Parish,  La., 
and  delivers  to  Public  Service,  Pied¬ 
mont,  and  Carolina  for  ultimate  deliv¬ 
ery  to  several  of  Cone’s  facilities,  it  is 
said. 

It  is  indicated  that  the  subject  gas  is 
purchased  by  Cone  from  Edwin  L. 
Cox,  Sam  P.  Bennett,  Alfred  Lamson, 
and  the  Dow  Chemical  Co.  from  pro¬ 
duction  of  the  Bayou  Bouillion  Field, 
St.  Martin  and  Iberville  Parishes,  La. 
The  transported  gas  would  continue  to 
be  used  only  for  high  priority  uses  for 
which  no  alternate  fuel  is  technically 
feasible,  it  is  said.  Specifically,  it  is  in¬ 
dicated  that  the  gas  would  be  used  to 
meet  priority  2  process  uses  at  10  of 
Cone's  plants  in  North  and  South 
Carolina  for  heat  setting,  resin  curing, 
drying,  thermal  fixation,  and  singeing. 

It  is  indicated  that  during  the  first 
year  of  the  2-year  extension.  Cone’s 
purchase  price  for  the  first  1,875  Mcf 
per  day  would  be  $1.75  per  million 
Btu,  and  that  for  any  volumes  above 
1,875  Mcf  per  day  the  purchase  price 
would  be  the  average  of  the  three 
highest  prices  then  being  paid  by  a 
pipeline  purchasers )  for  gas  produced 
in  Cameron,  Vermillion,  St.  Martin 
and  Iverville  Parishes,  La.,  and  sold 
under  contracts  having  a  primary  term 
of  2  or  more  years,  but  in  no  event 
would  the  maximum  price  by  more 
than  $1.72  per  million  Btu’s.  During 
the  second  year  of  the  2-year  exten¬ 
sion  the  purchase  price  would  be  based 
on  a  formula  similar  to  that  for  the 
additional  volumes  purchased  during 
the  first  year,  except  that  the  maxi¬ 


mum  price  would  be  $2.25  per  million 
Btu’s. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  petition  to  amend  should  on  or 
before  August  2,  1978,  file  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion.  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  the  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  r^tition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20057  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP76-241] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CORP. 

Petition  to  Amend 

July  12,  1978. 

On  October  1,  1977,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  Organization  Act  (DOE  Act), 
Pub.  L.  95-91,  91  Stat.  565  (August- 4, 
1977),  and  Executive  Order  No.  12009, 
42  FR  46267  (September  15.  1977),  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  ceased  to 
exist  and  its  functions  and  regulatory 
responsibilities  were  transferred  to  the 
Secretary  of  Energy  and  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
(FERC)  which,  as  an  independent 
commission  within  the  Department  of 
Energy,  was  activiated  on  October  1, 
1977.  The  functions  which  are  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  this  proceeding  were  specifical¬ 
ly  transferred  to  the  FERC  by  section 
402  (a)  (1)  of  the  DOE  Act. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  23,  1978, 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp. 
(petitioner),  P.O.  Box  1396,  Houston, 
Tex.  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP76- 
241  a  petition  to  amend  further  the 
order  issued  May  24,  1976,  as  amended 
June  6,  1977,  in  the  instant  docket, 
pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  and  section  2.79  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Policy  and  Interpre¬ 
tations  (18  CFR  2.79)  so  as  to  autho¬ 
rize  Petitioner  to  extend  the  term  of 
its  transportation  service  for  Nabisco, 
Inc.  (Nabisco),  for  an  additional  2-year 
term  (to  June  24.  1980),  pursuant  to 
an  agreement  dated  May  23,  1978,  be¬ 
tween  petitioner,  Nabisco,  Public  Serv¬ 
ice  Electric  and  Gas  Co.  (Public  Serv¬ 
ice).  CNG  Transmission  Co.  (CNG), 


Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America 
(Natural), and  Texas  Eastern  Trans¬ 
mission  Corp.  (Texas  Eastern),  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

The  May  24,  1976,  order,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  authorized  Petitioner  to  transport 
for  Nabisco  up  to  1,125  Mcf  of  natural 
gas  per  day,  which  gas  Petitioner  re¬ 
ceives  from  Pointe  Coupee  Parish,  La., 
and  delivers  to  its  customers.  Public 
Service  and  CNG,  and  to  existing 
points  of  interconnection  with  Natural 
and  Texas  Eastern,  for  ultimate  deliv¬ 
ery  to  several  of  Nabisco’s  facilities,  it 
is  said. 

It  is  indicated  that  the  subject  gas  is 
purchased  by  Nabisco  from  Edwin  L. 
Cox,  Sam  P.  Bennett,  Alfred  Lamson, 
and  the  Dow  Chemical  Co.  from  pro¬ 
duction  of  the  Bayou  Bouillion  Field, 
St.  Martin  and  Iberville  Parishes,  La. 
The  Transported  gas  would  continue 
to  be  used  only  for  high  priority  uses 
for  which  no  alternate  fuel  is  techni¬ 
cally  feasible,  it  is  said.  Specifically,  it 
is  indicated  that  the  gas  would  be  used 
only  to  meet  the  curtailed  priorities  2 
and  3  process  and  plant  protection 
uses  at  Nabisco's  bakeries.  All  but  a 
small  portion  of  the  gas  would  be  used 
in  direct-fired  baking  ovens  which 
produce  food  for  animal  or  human 
consumption,  it  is  indicated. 

Nabisco’s  purchase  price  for  its  gas 
supply  in  southern  Louisiana  during 
each  year  of  the  2-year  extension 
period  would  be  the  average  of  the 
three  highest  prices  then  being  paid 
by  a  pipeline  purchaser(s)  for  gas 
which  is:  (i)  Produced  in  Cameron, 
Vermillion,  St.  Martin  and  Iberville 
Parishes,  La;  (ii)  sold  under  contracts 
which  are  in  existence  90  days  prior  to 
the  beginning  of  such  additional  year; 
and  (iii)  have  a  primary  term  of  two  or 
more  years;  except  that  the  maximum 
price  of  the  gas  would  be  $2.00  per  mil¬ 
lion  Btu’s  the  first  year  and  $2.25  per 
million  Btu’s  the  second  year. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  petition  to  amend  should  on  or 
before  August  2,  1978,  file  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington.  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to  in- 
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tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20058  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-372] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application 

July  12,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  15,  1978, 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp. 
(Applicant),  P.O.  Box  1396,  Houston, 
Tex.  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP78- 
372  an  application  pursuant  to  section 
7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  public  convenience  and  necessi¬ 
ty  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
up  to  50,000  Mcf  (at  14.73  psia)  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  per  day  on  an  interruptible 
basis  for  Atlanta  Gas  Light  Co.  (Atlan¬ 
ta),  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

The  terms  of  a  transportation  agree¬ 
ment  between  Applicant  and  Atlanta 
dated  April  27,  1978,  it  is  said,  provide 
for  delivery  to  Applicant  by  Southern 
Natural  Gas  Co.  (Southern)  of 
quantites  Southern  has  allocated  to 
Atlanta  under  a  stipulation  and  agree¬ 
ment  approved  in  Docket  No.  RP74-6 
and  redelivery  of  equivalent 
dekatherms  of  natural  gas  (dt)  by  Ap¬ 
plicant  to  Atlanta  at  existing  delivery 
points.  The  proposed  delivery  would 
take  place  at  the  existing 
interconnection  between  Applicant’s 
and  Southern’s  system  in  Jonesboro, 
Ga.,  it  is  added. 

The  application  states  that  an  initial 
rate  of  7.0  cents  per  dt  would  be 
charged  to  Atlanta.  Applicant  asserts 
that  this  is  the  same  rate  as  the  rate 
provided  for  similar  intra-zone  inter¬ 
ruptible  transportation  service  in  the 
settlement  agreement  in  Applicant’s 
pending  rate  proceeding  in  Docket 
Nos.  RP76-136  and  RP77-26. 

It  is  further  asserted  that  no  addi¬ 
tional  facilities  are  required  to  render 
the  proposed  service. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
August  3,  1978,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 


make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20059  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-399] 

TRANSWESTERN  PIPELINE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

July 10,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  26,  1978, 
Transwestern  Pipeline  Co.  (Applicant), 
P.O.  Box  2521,  Houston,  Tex.  77001, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP78-399  an  appli¬ 
cation  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  the  acquisition  of  a  pipeline 
presently  owned  by  Diamond  Sham¬ 
rock  Corp.  (Diamond),  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  has  entered 
into  a  gas  purchase  contract  with  Dia¬ 
mond  for  the  right  to  purchase  all  of 
the  natural  gas  produced  from  the  J. 
D.  Barton  No.  1  well  located  in 
Lipscomb  County,  Tex.  Applicant  fur¬ 
ther  states  that  gas  production  was 
previously  sold  from  the  Barton  well 
to  Applicant  by  Diamond  under  an 
emergency  purchase  agreement  dated 
February  23,  1977,  pursuant  to  the 
Emergency  Natural  Gas  Act  of  1977.  It 
is  indicated  that  under  the  February 
23,  1977,  agreement  Diamond  con¬ 
structed  the  necessary  pipeline  to  con¬ 


nect  and  deliver  gas  into  Applicant’s 
pipeline  system. 

Applicant  requests  authorization 
herein  to  acquire  the  pipeline  con¬ 
structed  by  Diamond  pursuant  to  an 
agreement  between  Applicant  and  Dia¬ 
mond  dated  March  7,  1978,  whereby 
Applicant  would  purchase  the  pipeline 
constructed  by  Diamond  at  the  actual 
cost  of  $5,911.28  as  part  of  the  consid¬ 
eration  for  Diamond  committing  the 
gas  production  of  the  No.  1  Barton 
well  to  Applicant. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
July  28,  1978,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20012  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 
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[6740-021 

[Docket  No.  CP78-3781 

TRUNKLINE  GAS  CO. 

Pipeline  Application 

July  10.  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  19.  1978, 
Trunkline  Gas  Co.  (Trunkline),  P.O. 
Box  1642,  Houston.  Tex.  77001,  filed  In 
docket  No.  CP78-378,  an  application 
pursuant  to  section  7  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  and  the  regulations  thereun¬ 
der  for  a  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  and  for  a  tempo¬ 
rary  certificate  authorizing  the  ex¬ 
change  of  natural  gas  between 
Trunkline  and  Gulf  Oil  Corp.  (Gulf), 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  which  is  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Trunkline  and  Gulf  have  entered 
into  an  exchange  agreement  wherein 
Trunkline  will  receive  up  to  a  maxi¬ 
mum  of  seventy  thousand  (70,000)  Mcf 
per  day  of  gas  attributable  to  Gulf’s 
interests  in  block  23,  Vermilion  area, 
offshore  Louisiana,  and  Trunkline  will 
redeliver  to  Gulf  equivalent  volumes 
at  the  existing  interconnection  be¬ 
tween  Trunkline’s  facilities  and  Gulf’s 
facilities  at  South  Timbalier  block  151, 
offshore  Louisiana.  Gulf’s  deliveries 
will  be  made  to  Trunkline  at  two  exist¬ 
ing  points  of  delivery  on  Trunkline’s 
16-inch  line  located  in  the  Vermilion 
area,  offshore  Louisiana,  and  in  Ver¬ 
million  Parish,  La. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application,  on  or  before  July  28, 
1978,  should  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy’  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  writh  the  Com¬ 
mission's  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 


petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for.  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  78-20013  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-50) 

TRUNKLINE  GAS  CO. 

Amendment  to  Pipeline  Application 

July  10,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  19,  1978, 
Trunkline  Gas  Co.  (Applicant),  P.O. 
Box  1642,  Houston,  Tex.  77001,  filed  in 
docket  No.  CP78-50  an  amendment  to 
its  application  for  temporary  and  per¬ 
manent  certificates  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  natural  gas  on 
behalf  of  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe 
Line  Co.  (Panhandle),  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  which  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

Applicant’s  amendment  specifies 
that  Panhandle's  volumes  of  gas  from 
High  Island  blocks  A-369/370  will  be 
transported  through  the  HIOS  and  U- 
TOS  systems  and  defines  the  revised 
rates  Panhandle  will  pay  for  the  trans¬ 
portation  service  and  for  its  propor¬ 
tionate  share  of  costs  of  measurment 
facilities  to  be  installed  which  are  re¬ 
quired  to  effectuate  the  transporta¬ 
tion. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application,  on  or  before  July  28, 
1978,  should  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D  C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
Intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 


hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  futher  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for.  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20014  File  7-19-78;  8:45  ami 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  ER78-4711 

UTAH  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Propoved  Tariff  Change 

July  12,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  Utah  Power  & 
Light  (Utah)  Co.,  on  July  5,  1978, 
tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes 
in  its  FERC  Electric  Service  Tariff 
Volume  No.  1. 

Utah  indicates  that  these  tariff 
changes  were  necessitated  by  a  change 
in  voltage,  from  46  kV  to  138  kV,  for 
Utah’s  delivery  to  the  municipal  elec¬ 
tric  systems  in  Murray  and  Brigham 
City.  Utah.  For  many  years  Utah  has 
been  delivering  Colorado  River  Stor¬ 
age  Project  (CRSP)  power  to  these 
customers  at  46  kV  under  a  w’heeling 
agreement  with  the  U.S.  Government. 
Utah  indicates  that  recently  it  has 
been  supplying  Murray’s  and  Brigham 
City’s  requirements  in  excess  of  CRSP 
amounts  under  Utah’s  FERC  Electric 
Tariff  at  46  kV,  and  the  delivery  volt¬ 
age  at  each  location  is  now  being  in¬ 
creased  to  138  kV. 

Murray  was  converted  to  138  kV 
service  on  August  29,  1977,  and 

Brigham  City  on  May  9,  1978.  It  is  re¬ 
spectfully  requested  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  notice  requirements  be  waived 
so  that  the  filing  may  be  effective  as 
of  the  above  dates.  Copies  of  the  filing 
were  served  upon  the  two  customers 
involved,  according  to  Utah. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  application  should  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
July  21,  1978.  Protests  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Commission  in  determin- 
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ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Kenneth  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20032  Piled  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  RP72-41  (PGA  78-2)] 

WESTERN  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Proposed  Changes 

July  12,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  Western  Transmis¬ 
sion  Corp  (Western),  on  June  30,  1978, 
tendered  for  filing  as  part  of  its  FPC 
Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1,  the 
following  sheet: 

Eighth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3-A,  superseding 

Second  Substitute  Seventh  Revised  Sheet 

No.  3-A. 

Western  states  that  the  proposed 
changes  would  increase  the  monthly 
charges  for  purchased  gas  to  Colorado 
Interstate  Gas  Co.,  Western’s  sole  ju¬ 
risdictional  customer,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  section  18  of  Western’s 
FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No. 
1. 

Although  this  is  a  rate  increase, 
Western  requests  that  the  notice  pro¬ 
vision  otherwise  applicable  be  waived 
so  as  to  permit  the  proposed  rates  to 
become  effective  July  1,  1978,  insofar 
as  statements  and  payments  will  not 
be  rendered  and  made  before  August 
26,  1978. 

Copies  of  this  filing  have  been 
served  upon  Colorado  Interstate  Gas 
Co. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
July  21,  1978.  Protests  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Commission  in  determing 
the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but 
will  not  serve  to  make  protestants  par¬ 
ties  to  the  proceedings.  Any  person 
wishing  to  beocme  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20033  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  ID-1792] 

ROBERT  P.  WIWI 
Notico  of  Application 

July  12,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  20,  1978, 
Robert  P.  Wiwi  (Applicant),  filed  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  305(b) 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act  to  hold  the 
following  positions: 

Vice  President—' The  Cincinnati  Gas  Sc  Elec¬ 
tric  Co.— Public  utility. 

Vice  President— The  Union  Light,  Heat  & 
Power  Co.— Public  utility. 

Vice  President— Miami  Power  Corp.— Public 
utility. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  application  should  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions 
and  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  July  31,  1978.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determing  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  prot¬ 
estants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wihing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of 
this  filing  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.78-20034  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am) 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  ID-1850] 

HERMAN  B.  NOLL 
Application 

July  14,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  22,  1978, 
Herman  B.  Noll  (applicant),  filed  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  305(b) 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act  to  hold  the 
following  positions: 

Director,  Secretary,  and  Assistant  Trea¬ 
surer,  Beebee  Island  Corp.,  Public  Utility. 

Assistant  General  Counsel,  Niagara 
Mohawk  Power  Corp.,  Public  Utility. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  application  should  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions 
and  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  9,  1978.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 


taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  prot¬ 
estants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20179  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-396] 

PANHANDLE  EASTERN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Application 

July  10.  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  26,  1978, 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co.  (ap¬ 
plicant),  P.O.  Box  1642,  Houston,  Tex. 
77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP78-396  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  the  transportation  for  and 
exchange  of  natural  gas  with  Diamond 
Shamrock  Corp.  (Diamond),  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

Pursuant  to  a  transportation  con¬ 
tract  dated  March  31,  1978,  between 
applicant  and  Diamond,  applicant  pro¬ 
poses  to  receive  from  Diamond  at  the 
inlet  of  Diamond’s  existing  measuring 
station  located  at  Diamond’s  McKee 
plant  in  Moore  County,  Tex.,  trans¬ 
port  and  exchange  between  the  points 
of  receipt  and  redelivery,  and  redeliver 
to  Diamond  at  a  measuring  station  to 
be  built  by  Diamond  at  the  point  of 
interconnection  between  applicant  and 
Diamond  in  Hutchinson  County,  Tex., 
up  to  100  Mcf  of  gas  per  day  on  a  firm 
basis. 

It  is  indicated  that  the  proposed 
transportation  contract  would  be  ef¬ 
fective  for  2  years  from  first  deliveries 
of  natural  gas  and  so  long  thereafter 
up  to  10  years,  as  Diamond  needs  gas 
for  operation  of  its  facilities  in  Hutch¬ 
inson  County,  Tex. 

Applicant  states  that  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  transportation  service,  Diamond 
would  pay  it  a  monthly  charge  of  $73, 
and  that  if  applicant  fails  or  is  unable 
to  receive  at  the  point  of  receipt  on 
any  one  or  more  days  100  Mcf  of  gas, 
the  monthly  charge  would  be  reduced 
2.41  cents  for  each  Mcf  of  deficiency 
on  such  day  or  days.  Applicant  further 
states  that  if  it  receives  at  the  point  of 
receipt  on  any  one  day  or  days  more 
than  100  Mcf  of  gas,  the  monthly 
charge  would  be  increased  2.41  cents 
for  each  Mcf  of  excess  gas  received  on 
such  day  or  days. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
July  28,  1978,  file  with  the  Federal 
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Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20181  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  Nos.  CI77-702  and  078-96] 

PENNZOIL  LOUISIANA  AND  TEXAS  OFFSHORE, 
INC.,  AND  PENNZOIL  OIL  AND  GAS,  INC. 

Order  Directing  Filing  of  Direct  Case  and 
Consolidating  Proceedings 

July  12,  1978. 

On  July  25,  1977,  applications  for  op¬ 
tional  procedure  certificates  were  filed 
by  Pennzoil  Louisiana  &  Texas  Off¬ 
shore,  Inc.  (PLATO)  in  CI77-702  and 
Pogo  Producing  Co.  (POGO)  in  CI77- 
703;'  and  on  October  21,  1977,  Pennzoil 
Oil  &  Gas,  Inc.  (POGI)  filed  for  an  op¬ 
tional  procedure  certificate  in  CI78-96. 

The  Commission  in  a  May  8.  1978, 
order  in  the  subject  dockets  rejected 
all  three  applications  because  each 


'The  filing  in  CI77-703  was  made  by 
Pogo's  predecessor-in-interest,  Pennzoil  Off¬ 
shore  Gas  Operators,  Inc.  Subsequently, 
through  assignment,  Pogo  succeeded  to  the 
interests  involved  in  CI77-703. 
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contained  indefinite  pricing  provisions 
contrary  to  18  CFR  §  2.75(f).  As  an  al¬ 
ternative  to  rejection,  the  Commission 
offered  applicants  an  opportunity  to 
proceed  with  their  filings  provided 
each  agreed  to  collect  its  contract  rate 
subject  to  refund  until  the  Commis¬ 
sion  established  the  just  and  reason¬ 
able  rate  for  each  application.2 

By  a  May  17,  1978,  order,  the  Com¬ 
mission  rejected  the  applicants’  condi¬ 
tional  acceptance  of  the  refund  pro¬ 
posal  set  forth  in  the  May  8,  1978, 
order.  On  May  18,  1978  the  applicants 
appealed  to  the  U.S.  Court  of  Appeals 
for  the  Fifth  Circuit  for  a  stay  of  the 
Commission’s  May  8  and  17  orders. 

Following  discussions  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  staff,  PLATO  and  POGI  pro¬ 
posed  certain  procedures  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  May  25,  1978,  to  resolve  the 
matters  at  issue.  The  Commission 
issued  an  order  on  May  26,  1978, 
vacating  in  part  its  May  8  and  17 
orders  as  they  applied  to  PLATO  and 
POGI  and  providing  that  the  appli¬ 
cants  would  collect  their  contract 
rates  from  May  5,  1978,  until  July  5, 
1979,  subject  to  refund.  Pogo  contin¬ 
ued  to  press  its  case  for  a  stay  from 
the  fifth  circuit.  On  June  6,  1978,  the 
court  denied  the  request  for  a  stay  of 
the  Commission's  orders.  Pogo  subse¬ 
quently  withdrew  its  petition  for 
review  of  the  May  8  and  17  orders.  On 
June  7,  1978,  Pogo  requested  a  tempo¬ 
rary  and  a  permanent  certificate  at 
the  national  rate  covering  its  interest 
in  blocks  involved  in  CI77-703.3 

Expedition  of  the  Commission’s 
business  requires  that  the  applications 
in  Docket  Nos.  CI77-702  and  CI78-96 
be  consolidated  into  a  single  proceed¬ 
ing  as  they  involve  common  issues  of 
fact  and  law. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  proceedings  in  Docket  Nos. 
CI77-702  and  CI78-96  are  hereby  con¬ 
solidated  for  all  purposes. 

(B)  PLATA  and  POGI,  respectively, 
and  any  intervenor(s)  supporting  the 
individual  applications  for  optional 
procedure  certificates  shall  each  file 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
its  direct  testimony  and  evidence  on  or 
before  August  4,  1978.  All  testimony 
and  evidence  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Commission  staff,  and  all  parties  to 
this  consolidated  proceeding.  Each  ap¬ 
plicant  shall  submit  gas  supply  and 
cost  data  for  each  of  the  blocks  indi¬ 
vidually.  Each  applicant  may  submit 
evidence  supporting  its  view  that  the 
blocks  should  be  treated  as  a  single 
project.  POGI  shall  submit  evidence 
as  to  why  the  subject  seven  blocks 
were  included  in  its  application  and 


’On  May  10,  1978  the  Commission  direct¬ 
ed  a  staff  visit  to  the  applicants’  offices. 

3  Pogo  was  issued  a  temporary  certificate 
at  the  national  rate  for  the  subject  seven 
blocks  on  June  7,  1978.  in  Docket  No.  CI78- 
840. 
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other  blocks  the  company  owned  were 
excluded.  The  aforementioned  list  of 
evidence  is  not  intended  to  aforeclose 
the  submission  of  data,  testimony,  or 
other  evidence  not  specifically  enu¬ 
merated  which  is  relevant  to  this  pro¬ 
ceeding.  This  requirement  to  file  testi¬ 
mony  and  evidence  does  not  waive  any 
defect  in  any  of  these  applications. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20182  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  ID-1851] 

JOHN  W.  POWERS 
Application 

July  14,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  22,  1978, 
John  W.  Powers  (applicant),  filed  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  305(b) 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act  to  hold  the 
following  positions: 

Assistant  Treasurer,  Moreau  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Corp.,  Public  Utility. 

Assistant  Treasurer,  Niagara  Mohawk 
Power  Corp.,  Public  Utility. 

Treasurer,  Beebee  Island  Corp.,  Public 
Utility. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  application  should  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  sections  1.8,  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions 
and  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  9,  1978.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20180  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6740-02] 

[Docket  No.  CP75-19] 

TRUNKLINE  GAS  CO. 

Second  Amendment  to  Application 

July  13,  1978. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  30,  1978, 
Trunkline  Gas  Co.  (applicant),  P.O. 
Box  1642,  Houston,  Tex.  77001,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP75-19  an  amendment  to 
its  application  pursuant  to  section  7(c) 
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of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  public  convenience  and  necessi¬ 
ty  authorizing  the  construction  of  pre¬ 
viously  requested  and  facilities  with 
certain  changes  from  those  originally 
proposed  in  the  subject  docket. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
changes  are  necessary  because  of  the 
difference  in  the  quantity  of  gas  to  be 
made  available  for  purchase  and  trans¬ 
portation  as  well  as  the  flow  of  gas 
from  other  supply  sources  which  must 
be  transported  through  its  supply  and 
transmission  systems.  The  estimated 
cost  of  facilities  is  $61,754,000  which 
includes  not  only  additional  facilities 
but  also  a  $12  million  increase  in  con¬ 
struction  and  material  costs  which  has 
occurred  since  its  earlier  filing. 

It  appeal's  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  .10 
days  for  the  filing  of  protests  and  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene.  Therefore,  any 
person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to  make 
any  protest  with  reference  to  said  ap¬ 
plication  should  on  or  before  July  21, 
1978,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  considered  by  it  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commession  by  sections  7  and  15  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20183  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6560-01] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL  929-8  OPP-503721 

/ 

ISSUANCE  OF  EXPERIMENTAL  USE  PERMITS 

The  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA)  has  issued  experimental 
use  permits  to  the  following  appli¬ 
cants.  Such  permits  are  in  accordance 
with,  and  subject  to,  the  provisions  of 
40  CFR  Part  172,  which  defines  EPA 
procedures  with  respect  to  the  use  of 
pesticides  for  experimental  purposes. 

No.  38338- EUP-4.  University  of  Idaho, 
Moscow,  Idaho  83843.  This  experimental 
use  permit  allows  the  use  of  64  pounds  of 
the  insecticide  aldicarb  on  hops  to  evalu¬ 
ate  control  of  aphids  and  mites  in  hop 
yards.  A  total  of  4  acres  in  involved;  the 
program  is  authorized  only  in  the  State  of 
Idaho.  The  experimental  use  permit  is  ef¬ 
fective  from  June  20,  1978  to  June  20, 
1979.  A  temporary  tolerance  for  residues 
of  the  active  ingredient  and  its 
metabolites  in  or  on  green  hops  has  been 
established. 

No.  38586-EUP-l.  Washington  State  Univer¬ 
sity,  Pullman,  Wash.  99164.  This  experi¬ 
mental  use  permit  allows  the  use  of  140 
pounds  of  the  insecticide  aldicarb  on  hops 
to  evaluate  control  of  aphids  and  mites  in 
hop  yards.  A  total  of  10  acres  in  involved. 
The  program  is  authorized  only  in  the 
State  of  Washington.  The  experimental 
use  permit  is  effective  from  June  20,  1978 
to  June  20,  1979.  A  temporary  tolerance 
for  residues  of  the  active  ingredient  and 
its  metabolities  in  or  on  green  hops  has 
been  established. 

Interested  parties  wishing  to  review 
the  experimental  use  permits  are  re¬ 
ferred  to  Room  E-315,  Registration 
Division  (WH-567).  Office  of  Pesticide 
Program,  EPA,  401  M  Street  SW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20460.  It  is  suggest¬ 
ed  that  such  interested  persons  call 
202-755-4851  before  visiting  the  EPA 
Headquarters  Office  so  that  the  ap¬ 
propriate  permits  may  be  made  conve¬ 
niently  available  for  review  purposes. 
These  files  will  be  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  from  8:30  a.m.  to  4  p.m.  Monday 
through  Friday. 

Statutory  Authority:  Section  5  of  The  Fed¬ 
eral  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended  (86  Stat.  973;  89 
Stat.  751;  7  U3.C.  136(a)  et  seq.). 

Dated:  July  13,  1978. 

Herbert  S.  Harrison, 
Acting  Director, 
Registration  Division. 
IFR  Doc.  78-19987  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am) 


[6560-01] 

[FRL  930-3) 

CLEAN  AIR  ACT:  PREVENTION  OF 
SIGNIFICANT  DETERIORATION 

Petition*  for  Review 

This  notice  is  for  anyone  who  may 
petition  for  review  from  regulations  of 
the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
implementing  the  prevention  of  sig¬ 
nificant  deterioration  provisions  of  the 
1977  Clean  Air  Act  Amendments.  The 
regulations  were  published  on  June  19, 
1978,  at  43  FR  26380-26410.  Petitions 
for  review  must  be  filed  on  or  before 
August  18,  1978,  in  the  U.S.  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
Circuit.  That  court  has  pending  sever¬ 
al  petitions  for  review  which  have 
been  consolidated  as  No.  78-1002,  Citi¬ 
zens  to  Save  Spencer  County  v.  EPA 
and  related  cases.  The  court  has  di¬ 
rected  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  to  publish  this  notice. 

The  court  plans  to  hear  and  decide 
all  questions  relating  to  the  effective 
date  of  the  prevention  of  significant 
deterioration  amendments  expedi¬ 
tiously,  with  briefing  in  accordance 
with  the  schedule  contained  in  its 
order  of  July  13,  1978,  in  No.  78-1002, 
and  with  oral  argument  on  October  10, 
1978.  Any  additional  petitions  raising 
questions  as  to  effective  date  will  be 
consolidated  with  No.  78-1002.  pro¬ 
spective  petitioners  are  advised  that, 
regardless  of  the  date  on  which  their 
petitions  may  be  filed,  they  will  be  re¬ 
quired  to  file  their  opening  brief  on 
August  31,  1978,  and  will  be  required 
to  join  with  other  petitioners  raising 
identical  or  similar  issues  in  filing  a 
single  common  brief  on  that  date. 

Dated:  July  17, 1978. 

Joan  Z.  Bernstein, 
General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.78-20246  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am) 


[6712-01] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

AM  BROADCAST  APPLICATIONS  READY  AND 
AVAILABLE  FOR  PROCESSING 

In  the  matter  of  AM  broadcast  appli¬ 
cation  ready  and  available  for  process¬ 
ing  pursuant  to  §  1.571(c)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules. 

Adopted:  July  13,  1978. 

Released:  July  14,  1978. 

By  the  Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

Cutoff  date:  September  6,  1978. 

The  following  application  requests 
authority  to  restore  AM  broadcast 
service  formerly  provided  by  station 
WFAB,  Miami,  Fla.  The  Commission 
will  accept  other  applications  for  con- 
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solidation  with  this  application  which 
propose  essentially  the  same  facilities. 

BP-21,251  NEW,  Miami,  Fla.,  the  New  Con¬ 
tinental  Broadcasting  Co.,  Req:  990  kHz,  5 
kW.  DA-1,  U. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
§§  1.227(b)(1)  and  1.591(b)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules,  an  application,  in 
order  to  be  considered  with  this  appli¬ 
cation,  must  be  tendered  no  later  than 
September  6,  1978. 

The  attention  of  any  party  in  inter¬ 
est  desiring  to  file  pleadings  concern¬ 
ing  this  application,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  309(d)(1)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  is  directed  to 
§  1.580(1)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  for 
the  provisions  governing  the  time  of 
filing  and  other  requirements  relating 
to  such  pleadings. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

William  J.  Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20146  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 

[6712-01] 

PRIVATE  LAND  MOBILE  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting  9 

In  preparation  for  the  1979  World 
Administrative  Radio  Conference 
(WARC),  the  Private  Land  Mobile  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee,  headed  by  Neal 
Pike,  will  hold  its  next  meeting  on 
August  3,  1978,  in  Washington,  D.C. 
The  meeting  will  be  held  in  conference 
room  A- 110,  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  1229  20th  Street  NW.,  at 
9  a.m.  The  purpose  .of  the  meeting  is 
to  consider  reply  comments  in  Docket 
20271,  sixth,  seventh,  and  eighth  no¬ 
tices  of  inquiry  for  a  general  world  ad¬ 
ministrative  conference  in  1979.  The 
meeting  is  open  to  the  public  and  will 
be  conducted  in  accordance  with  the 
following  agenda: 

1.  Call  of  the  agenda 

2.  Opening  remarks  of  the  Chairman 

3.  Consideration  of  reply  comments  in  sixth, 
seventh,  and  eighth  notices  of  inquiry, 
Docket  20271 

4.  Further  business 

5.  Adjournment 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

William  J.  Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20145  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6730-01] 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  73-42,  73-61,  73-69,  and  74-4] 

BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS  OF  THE  PORT  OF 

NEW  ORLEANS,  ET  AL  VERSUS  SEATRAIN 

INTERNATIONAL,  S.A. 

Response  to  Comments  on  Environmental 
Negative  Declaration 

By  publication  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  on  September  7,  1976,  notice  was 
given  that  the  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission’s  Office  of  Environmental 
Analysis  (“OEA”)  had  determined 
that  environmental  issues  relative  to 
the  above  referenced  proceeding  did 
not  constitute  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  within  the 
meaning  of  the  National  Environmen¬ 
tal  Policy  Act  of  1969  (“NEPA”),  42 
U.S.C.  4321,  et  seq.  and  that  the  prepa¬ 
ration  of  a  detailed  environmental 
impact  statement  was  not  required 
under  Section  4332(2X0  of  NEPA. 

Ten  days  were  permitted  for  filing 
exceptions  to  the  OEA’s  Threshold  As¬ 
sessment  Survey  (“TAS”)  and  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Negative  Declaration 
(“Declaration”).  Exceptions  to  this 
Declaration  were  filed  by  the  assistant 
attorney  general  of  the  State  of  Texas 
representing  the  attorney  general  of 
Texas;  the  New  Orleans  Traffic  and 
Transportation  Bureau,  Board  of 
Commissioners,  the  Port  of  New  Or¬ 
leans:  Port  of  Houston  Authority, 
Houston  Port  Bureau,  Inc.;  and  the 
Galveston  Wharves. 

The  OEA  has  examined  these  excep¬ 
tions  and  prepared  a  response  thereto 
(addendum  to  TAS)  and  concludes 
that  there  is  no  evidence  which  should 
change  the  survey’s  finding  of  envi¬ 
ronmental  nonsignificance.  The  ad¬ 
dendum  to  TAS  is  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  on  request  to  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Room  11101,  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20573,  telephone 
202-523-5725. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20176  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 

[6730-01].  % 

CERTIFICATES  OF  FINANCIAL  RESPONSIBILITY 
(OIL  POLLUTION) 

Certificate*  Revoked 

Notice  of  voluntary  revocation  is 
hereby  given  with  respect  to  Certifi¬ 
cates  of  Financial  Responsibility  (Oil 
Pollution)  which  had  been  issued  by 
the  Federal  Maritime  Commission, 
covering  the  below  indicated  vessels, 
pursuant  to  Part  542  of  Title  46  CFR 
and  section  311  (p)(l)  of  the  Federal 


Water  Pollution  Control  Act,  as 
amended. 

Certificate  Ownet/ Operator  and  Vessels 

No. 

04072 .  Pinasec  Investment  Corp.,  Panama:  Nige¬ 

ria. 

04089 .  Rederlet  Storeggen  A/S:  Besseggen. 

04136 .  Thomas  Marine  Co.:  Richard  E. 

Girouard,  H.  R.  Zimmerman.  Girard 
Lewis.  FTW  19.  FTW  17.  FTW  15.  FT 
22.  FT  20,  SC  30.  SC  31.  Enis  M.  Ellis 
1302.  SC  33.  SC  32.  TM  10,  T  6000.  T 
5000.  SC  34,  TM  36,  TM  38,  TM  37  TM 
46.  TM  39.  TM  48,  TM  49.  TM  5.  TM  3. 
TM  12,  TM  28,  TM  11.  Apex  3511,  TM  7. 
and  TM  9. 

04160 .  Marine  Transport  Co.:  AEC  203,  AID  202. 

AHB  604,  Mary  Rose,  CAD  603,  Marine, 
Louis  Frank,  BED  5 04,  CJD  503.  BGE 
101,  BGE  102,  and  BBD  201. 

04170 ......  Dillingham  Corp.:  Mikiona. 

04173 .  Foss  Launch  &  Tug  Co.:  Foss  243,  Foss 

251. 

04176 _  Inter  Island  Tanker  Corp.:  Golar  Sigli. 

Golar  Sabang. 

04177 .  Aegeus  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.:  King  Theras. 

King  Theseus,  and  King  Peleus. 

04199 .  Commercial  Oil  Carriers,  Ltd.:  Solano. 

04210 .  Anderson  Petroleum  Transportation  Co. 

Inc.:  APT  150,  APT  151. 

04223 .  Asphalt  Barge  Corp.:  L.T.C.  104. 

04228 .  Compagnie  Maritime  Beige  (Lloyd 

Royal)  S.A.:  Mineral  Seraing. 

04252 .  Rendondo  Shipping  Co.  Inc.: 

Grigoroussa. 

04275 .  Intercounty  Construction  Corp.:  Barge 

No.  2051,  Barge  No.  2010,  and  Barge 
No.  2011. 

04283 .  Gulf  of  Georgia  Towing  Co.  Ltd.:  Gulf 

Joan. 

04358 .  Nedlloyd  Bulk  B.V.:  Mare  Novum,  Mare 

Magnum. 

04392 .  Radcliff  Materials.  Inc.:  Mr.  R.B. 

04393 _  World  Wide  Transport,  Inc.:  Conoco 

Italia,  Conoco  Jet 

04404 _  Lars  Rej  Johansen:  Josky,  Josun  and 

Joatlantic. 

04413 _  Leif  Hoegh  &  Co.  A/S:  Hoegh  Multina. 

04437 .  Lebeouf  Bros.  Towing  Co.  Inc.:  MGL-S2. 

04502 _  Kjtoshiro  Gyogyo  Kabushiki  Kaisha: 

Kotoshire  Maru  No.  3. 

04523 .  Kabushiki  Kaisha  Isomae  Gyogyosho: 

Isomaemaru  No.  1. 

04524 _  Sasajima  Gyogyo  Kabushiki  Kaisha: 

Sasano  Maru  No.  21. 

04562 .  Okada  Kaiun  Kabushiki  Kaisha:  Yusei 

Maru. 

04564 .  Yamashita-Shinnihon  Risen  Kaisha: 

Reisui  Maru. 

04580 .  Marine  Transport  Lines  Inc.:  Chemical 

Trader,  Siros  Trader. 

04588 .  Trinity  Navigation  Corp.:  Trinity  Chal¬ 

lenger. 

04625 .  American  Commercial  Lines,  Inc.:  Chem 

9. 

04651 .  Atlantic  Maritime  Enterprises  Co.  Ltd.: 

Amphitryon. 

04674 .  Pescanova.  S.A.:  Frei-Frei. 

04757 .  Cia  de  Transports  Maritimes  Petroliers: 

Obemai. 

04810 .  Gotaas-Larson  Argentina  S.A.:  Gaucho 

Laguna,  Gaucho  Cruz. 

04824 .  Ocean  Oil  Carriers,  Inc.:  Gaucho  Pampa. 

04974 .  Gotaas-Larsen,  S.R.L.:  Santos  Vega. 

05098 .  ESSO  Tankers  Inc.:  ESSO  Alsace. 

05122 .  Sanyu  Risen  Kabushiki  Kaisha:  Sanno 

Maru. 

05204 .  Steuart  Transportation  Co.:  STC  104, 

STC 102. 

05258 .  Schnitzer  Leasing  Inc.:  White. 

05298 ......  Erich  Drescher:  Framiska  Drescher. 

05353 ......  Stenning  Industries,  Inc.:  Aleta  11. 

05378 _  Gulf  States  Oil  Transportation  Co.: 

Butcher  No.  2. 

05384 .  Compania  Maritima  Zorroza.  S.A.:  Conde 

de  Fontanar. 

05520 .  Union  Carbide  Corp.:  GB-931,  CC-252. 

05522 .  Burmah  Oil  Trading  Ltd:  Burmah 

Garnet,  Burmah  Opal,  and  Burmah 
Pearl 

05534 .  Daroid  Division,  N  L  Industries.  Inc.: 

Husky  852. 
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05537 _  Empress  Navegacion  Mambisa:  Frucuba, 

Luis  Arcos  Berimes,  30  de  Noviembre, 
Jose  Antonio  Echeverria,  and  Conrodo 
Benitez. 

05562 _  Weeks  Dredging  &  Contracting  Inc.: 

Charles  A.  Richardson  Dredge  428. 
Scow  2002,  and  Scow  2001. 

05578 _  Baltic  Shipping  Co:  Kolomna. 

05588 _  Chryselena  Compania  Naviera,  6.A.: 

Elena  M. 

05607 _  Hannah  Inland  Water  Corp.:  No.  3102. 

05743 _  Reederei  Barthold  Richters:  Lloyd 

Estocolmo. 

05757 _  Cia  de  Transports  Maritimes  Petroliers: 

Pierre  Poulam. 

05760 _  Reoch  Transports  Ltd:  Pinedale, 

Elmdale.  Grovedale,  and  Avondale. 

05873 _  Hong  Kong  Atlantic  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.: 

Ngo  Met  Chau. 

05887 .  Sincere  Navigation  Co.  Ltd.:  Fortune  En¬ 

terprise. 

05943 _  Kanagawa  Prefectural  Government: 

Sagamimaru. 

06019 _  Field  Tank  Steamship  Co.  Ltd.: 

Edenficld,  Derwentfield. 

06208 _  Hochseefischerei  Nordstern,  A.G.: 

Friedrich  Busse. 

06220......  Oceanos  Transmundo  Naviera,  S.A.: 

Taka. 

06247 _  Armatrice  Santa  Christina,  S.P.A.: 

Agrigentum. 

06289 .  United  Overseas  Export  Lines,  Inc.:  Ori¬ 

ental  Musician. 

06429 _  Ta  Cheng  Marine  Co.  Ltd.:  Great  Fort, 

Great  Peace. 

06436 ......  Dampskibsaktieselskabet  den  Norske 

Afrika-OG  Australielinie  A/S, 
Tankfart  IV:  Templar. 

06471 .  Southern  Atlantic  Navigation  Corp.  Ltd.: 

Loretta. 

06472 _  Taiheiyo  Kisen  Kaisha  Ltd.:  Seiryu 

Maru. 

06487 .  Naviera  Ason,  S.A.:  Alfonso. 

06511 _  Associated  Shipping  Corp.  Ltd.:  Strength. 

06575 _ _  Chiba- Ken:  Chiba  Maru. 

06662 _ Reederei  Ciaus-Peter  Offen.  K.G.: 

Holstendeich, 

06877 ..._  Societe  Franoaise  de  Transports 
Maritimes  Paris:  Ville  de  Sete. 

06903 _  Sun  Shipbuilding  and  Dry  Dock  Co.: 

Tonsina. 

06921 -  Lee  Lai  Maritime.  SA.:  Chieh  Lai,  Chieh 

Peng,  and  Chieh  Foo. 

07019 —  Allied  Shipping  International  Corp.: 

Beaver. 

07106..™  Lindinger  Amber  K/S:  Lindinger  Amber. 
07188......  Maritime  Reefer  Service,  Inc.:  Sol 

Eclipse, 

07213  —  Compania  Antiklia.  S.A.:  Antiklia. 
07302......  J.  M.  Jahannesens  Rederi  A/S:  Bow 

Saphir. 

07360 .  Hokuyo  Suisan  Kabushiki  Kaisha:  Koyo 

Maru  No.  21. 

07389 ......  Esso  S.A.P.A.:  Esso  N  urn  berg. 

07438 —  Philippine  Ace  Lines,  Inc.:  IPIL,  Molave, 
and  Nana, 

07449 .  Hamburger  Dom  Shipping  Inc. 

Monrovia:  Cape  Ray. 

07486  —  Mediolanum  Shipping  Co.  Mediolanum. 
07541  —  Big  Ben  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.:  Lavender. 
07551  —  Drado  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.,  S.A.:  Carretera. 
07598  —  Vroon  Shipping  (Liberia)  Ltd.:  European 
Express. 

07637..™  Ormos  Compania  Naviera,  S.A.: 
Prodromos. 

07688- _ _  Eurolines  Shipping  Co.,  Ltd.:  European 

Link. 

07740 —  The  Brighton  Shipping  Co.,  S.A.:  Hunter, 
Car  Castle. 

07743..™  Yangming  Marine  Transport  Corp.:  Kai 
Ming. 

07749......  Electra  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.:  Reifens. 

07841 - Caribbean  Shipping  Ltd.:  Mereghan  II. 

07917  —  Alpa  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.:  Alpa. 

08071 —  Anglo  Nordic  Bulkships  (Management) 
Ltd.:  Nordic  Regent,  Nordic  Ranger. 
08137  —  Florentine  Shipping  Inc.:  Nego  Dynasty. 

08234 -  Burrnah  Oil  Tankers  Ltd.:  Burmah  Beryl 

08271..™  Santo  Compania  Naviera,  SA.: 
Philippics 

08406..™  Standard  Chartering  Corp.,  Panama: 
Cape  Breton. 

08435 —  Bulward  Transport  Corp.:  Maersk  Wave. 


Certificate  Owner/Operator  and  Vessels 
No. 

08437 _ Bow  Transport  Corp.:  Maersk  Wind. 

08444 .  Trent  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.:  Global  Hope. 

08531..™  The  Thakur  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.:  Varuna 
VahinL 

08570......  Pesquerias  Paulino  Freire,  S.A.:  Puente 

Pedrina. 

08658 _  II  Woo  Marine  Co.  Ltd.:  Kotoku  Maru. 

08660 .  Caminos  Oceanicos  Armadora,  SA.:  Lord 

Nelson. 

08696 ......  Maritimas  Eslait  &  Cia.:  Ingrid  Judith. 

08784 _  Tavistock  Shipping  Ltd.:  Nego  Jade. 

08823 _  Conoco  Shipping  Co.:  Conoco  Texas, 

Conoco  Canada,  and  Conoco  America. 

08923 _  Garland  (Panama),  S.A.:  Bela  Mondo. 

08950 ..._.  Chelsea  Maritime  Ltd.:  Irenes  Success. 

08990 _  Compagnie  Navale  des  Petroles:  Roger 

GasqueL 

09002 _  Commercial  Transport  Corp.:  J.A.R.  6. 

09003......  Vereinigte  Tanklager  und 

Transportmittel  GMBH:  Holstenlor. 

09006 _  Stena  Line  AB:  Nopal  Sky. 

09031 _  Union  Mechling  Corp.:  Margaret  C. 

By  The  Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20175  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 

[6730-01] 

CERTIFICATES  OF  FINANCIAL  RESPONSIBILITY 
(OIL  POLLUTION) 

Notice  of  Certificates  Revoked 

Notice  of  voluntary  revocation  is 
hereby  given  with  respect  to  Certifi¬ 
cates  of  Financial  Responsibility  (Oil 
Pollution)  which  had  been  issued  by 
the  Federal  Maritime  Commission, 
covering  the  below  indicated  vessels, 
pursuant  to  Part  542  of  Title  46  CFR 
and  section  311(p)(l)  of  the  Federal 
Water  Pollution  Control  Act,  as 
amended. 

Certificate  Owner/Operator  and  Vessels 
No. 

01011  ™„  Aktieselskabet  det  Ostasiatlske 
Kompagni:  Boma. 

01017 ......  WestfaJ-Larsen  At  Co.  A/S:  Fauskanger. 

01035 ......  Ove  Skou:  Dagny  Skou. 

01068......  Bowring  Steamship  Co.  Ltd.:  Forth 

Bridge. 

01077 ,™.  H.  M.  Wrangell  &  Co.  A/S:  Minerva 
01089 —  Union  Industrelle  et  Maritime:  Melusine. 
01096 —  Anglo  Nordic  Shipping  Ltd.:  Nordic 
Trader. 

01105 -  Tschudi  &  Eitzen:  Sistella. 

01108  —  A/S  Rosshavet  At  A/S  Vestfold:  Ross  Sea 
01123 —  Getty  Marine  Corporation:  Alaska  Getty. 
01126..™  Compagnie  de  Navigation  Fruitiere: 
Sougueta. 

61145™..  Det  Bergenske  Dampskibsselskab: 
Estrella. 

01185..™  Aksjeselskapet  Kosmos:  Jagranda, 
01189......  A/S  Haanes  Rederi:  Gimlevang. 

01233 _ _ _  Buries  Markes  Ltd.:  La  Estancia. 

01247  —  Tonnevolds  Tankrederi,  A/S:  ThorhildL 
01278 —  Leonhardt  At  Blumberg:  Finn  Leonhardt 

01298 _  Eltransport.  Inc.:  Panagiotis  L. 

01310 _  Sociedad  Financiers  Valenciana,  SA.: 

Antonios  Coulouthros. 

01322 _  Cardigan  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.:  Norse  Lion. 

01330 -  Shell  Tankers  (U.K.)  Ltd.:  Anadara. 

01334 _  American  President  Lines,  Ltd.:  Ameri¬ 

can  Mail,  Alaskan  Mail,  and  Korean 
MaiL 

01336 -  Aktieselskabet  Borgestad:  Brynje 

01362 —  Chevron  Tankers  (Nederland)  B.V.: 
Chevron  Amsterdam. 

01428..™  Ocean  Transport  &  Trading  Ltd.: 
Antenor. 

01453 ......  Aiden  Shipping  Co.,  Ltd.:  Verdala. 

01465..™  Scottish  Ship  Management  Ltd.: 
Brittenburg. 

01529..™  Oy  Pulps  hips  AB:  Forano,  Taifun. 
01547™..  Costa  Armatori,  S.P.A.:  Franca  C. 


Certificate  Owner/Operator  and  Vessels 
No. 

01574 ......  Feamley  &  Eger:  Femdale. 

01575 _ _  Rederiaktieselskapet  Mascot:  Bettina, 

Britta. 

01641 _  The  Bank  Line  Ltd:  Springbank, 

Speybank,  Oakbank,  Forresbank,  and 
Marabank. 

01643 _  La  Poseidonia  Compania  de  Vapores, 

S.A.:  Stamos. 

01823  „™  Aretusa  S.PA.  Palermo:  Rapido. 

01857 _  Ohg.  I.  Fa.  Bernhard  Schulte:  Christiane 

Schulte,  Angelica  Schulte,  and  Cap 
Maleas. 

01861 _  BP  Tanker  Co.  Ltd:  British  Neath,  Brit¬ 

ish  Surveyor,  British  Fat  and  British 
Venture. 

01885 _  Vincent  Guzzetta:  Guzzetta  100. 

01890.™.  A/S  Billabong:  Star  Astoria. 

01905  ......  Ben  Line  Steamers  Ltd:  Benhiant 

BenledL 

01910......  Deutsche  Dampfschifffahrts-Gesell- 

schaft  Hansa:  trcuenfels. 

01913 — ..  compagnie  fabre  Societe  Generale  De 
Transports  Maritimes:  Barracuda. 

01935 —  Partnership  between  Steamship  Compa¬ 
ny  Svendborg  Ltd.  and  Steamship 
Company  of  1912  Ltd.:  Peter  Maersk, 
Herta  Maersk,  and  Anglo  Maersk. 

01964 _  Fortuna  Armadora.  S.A  of  Panama:  Dy¬ 

namic  Colocotronis. 

02001 ..._  Rederiaktiebolaget  Transatlantic: 

Iranian  Prosperity,  Manaure  V, 
Manaure  VI  and  Woollahra. 

02034 —  The  Australind  Steam  Shipping  Co., 
Ltd.:  Arrino.  . 

02151  —  Anchor  Line  Ltd:  Hazelmoor. 

02163 ......  J.  Lauritzen  A/S:  Italian  Reefer. 

02190 _  Bugsier,  Reederei  Und  Bergungs 

Aktiengesellschaft:  Weserland. 

Hannoverland. 

02194......  Compagnie  generale  Maritime: 

Marquisien,  Malais,  Martiniquais,  and 
Mississippi. 

02195..™  Welsh  Overseas  Freighters  Ltd.:  Welsh 
Trident 

02198 _  Peninsular  At  Oriental  Steam  Navigation 

Co.:  Atherstone,  StrathassynL 

02209 _ _  Flota  Mercante  Grancolombiana.  S.A.: 

Ciudad  De  Pasto. 

02234 _  Gulf  Mississippi  Marine  Corp.:  Farrel 

256. 

02287 _  Internationa)  Union  Lines  Ltd.:  Union 

Glory.  » 

02295 _  The  Great  Eastern  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.: 

Jag  Dev. 

02858..™  A/S  Ganger  Rolf-A/S  Bonheur-A/S 
Borga  Den  Norske  Middlehavslinje  A/ 
S-A/S  Jelolinjen:  Sea  Bruin,  Sea 
Brute. 

02383 _ Kristiansands  Tankrederi  A/S  and  A/8 

Kristian  sands  Tankrederi  II: 

Polyqueen. 

02432 _ M/S  Dempo  Steamships  Ltd.:  Jagat 

Padmini. 

02449 ......  A/S  Ivanrans  Rederi:  Santos. 

02450 _  Rederiaktiebolgaget  Hildegaard: 

Lancing. 

02458 _  The  China  Navigation  Co.  Ltd.:  Eriskay, 

Island  Chief. 

02465 _  Koch-Ellis  Marine  Contractors.  Inc.:  Col¬ 

lins  6,  Collins  S. 

02475.™.  Houston  Barge  Line  Inc.:  HBL  3013, 
HBL  3010. 

02482 ..™  Mistral  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.:  Athenian. 

02492 _  Interstate  and  Ocean  Transport  Co.:  New 

London, 

02551 _  Ellerman  Lines  Ltd.:  City  of  Ripon,  City 

of  Newcastle,  City  of  Ankara,  and  City 
of  Wellington. 

02566 _  Granton  Shipping  Co..  Ltd.:  Granlon. 

02615 .  Alfotrin  Ltd.:  Fotint 

02622™..  Ernst  Russ  on  Behalf  of  Parten reederei 
MV  Reinhart  Lerenz  Russ:  E.R.  Mon¬ 
treal. 

02648 _ Spherical  Maritime  Enterprises  Inc.: 

Iolcos. 

02784 _  Centaurus  Shipping  Co.,  S.A.:  Myron. 

02785 _ _  Celestial  Shipping  Co.,  SA.:  Pacific. 

02786 _ Clipper  Shipping  Co.,  S.A.:  Tropic. 

02788 _ _  Constellation  Shipping  Co.,  S.A.:  Liryc. 

02794 _  Hercules  Shipping  Co.,  S.A.:  Epic. 

02795 _  Home  Shipping  Co.,  S.  A.:  Cosmic. 

02797 ......  Hunter  Shipping  Co.,  S.A.:  Michael  L. 

02798  —  Juno  Shipping  Co.,  S.A.:  Skiron. 
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02803 ......  Nile  Shipping  Co..  S.A.:  Chariot 

02805  —  Oak  Shipping  Co..  S.A.:  Ninu 

02807 .  Mermaid  Shipping  Co..  S.A.:  Phantom. 

02809  —  REA  Shipping  Co..  S.A.:  Largo. 

02810 . .  Rocket  Shipping  Co.,  S.A.:  Heroic. 

02812 .  Seacrest  Shipping  Co..  S.A.:  Harmonic. 

02813 .  Seahawk  Shipping  Co.,  S.A.:  Laconic. 

02815 .  Skydome  Shipping  Co..  S.A.:  Poetic. 

02817 .  Starcluster  Shipping  Co..  S.A.:  Ionic. 

02818—...  Stardust  Shipping  Co.,  S.A.  Panama: 
Scenic. 

02820 .  Sygnus  Shipping  Co.,  S.A.:  Dromon. 

02821 .  Tiger  Shipping  Co..  S.A.:  Sonic. 

02824 .  Windward  Shipping  Co.,  S.A.:  Dynamic. 

02831 .  Endasa  Shipping  Co.,  Ltd.:  Lorina. 

02832 _  Compania  Trasatlantica  Espanola  S.A.: 

Camillas,  Ruisenada. 

02877 .  Nippon  Yusen  Kabushiki  Kaisha:  Shiga 

Uaru,  Wakasa  Maru. 

02952 _  Blandford  Shipping  Co..  Ltd.:  Star 

Blackford 

02958  ....  Kawasaki  Kisen  Kabushiki  Kaisha:  Bel¬ 
gium  Maru,  Sweden  Mam 

03004 .  Rederi  ab  Soya:  Madame  Butterfly. 

03054  —  H.  Schuldt:  Topaz. 

03137 _  Cunard  Steamship  Co.  Ltd.:  Mahsud, 

Maihar. 

03179..—.  Marcaminos  Surenos  Navigation,  S.A.: 
rikon  Niki. 

03212 _ _  Amoco  Shipping  Co.:  Amoco  Virginia. 

03243 _  Interessentskapet  407:  Sandvaag. 

03276 .  Universe  Tankships,  Inc.:  Harold  H. 

Helm. 

03322 .  Daiichi  Chuo  Kisen  Kabushiki  Kaisha: 

Atlantic  Maru. 

03415. _  Chiyoda  Kisen  Kabushiki  Kaisha: 

Wakato  Mam 

03420 .  Dainich!  Kaiun  Kabushiki  Kaisha: 

Hasshin  Mam  Nissan  Mam 
03433 .  Hiroumi  Kisen  Kabushiki  Kaisha:  Asia 

Mam 

03438 .  Inui  Kisen  Kabushiki  Kaisha:  Zcnkoren 

No.  I  Mam 

03470 .  Nikko  Kaiji  Kabushiki  Kaisha:  Takuyo 

Mam 

03485 .  Sanoyasu  Shoji  Kabushiki  Kaisha: 

Kinyo  Mam 

03501 .  Osaka  Shosen  Mitsui  Senpaku  Kabushiki 

Kaisha:  Yashimasan  Mam  Wakaura 
Mam  and  Takakurasan  Mam. 

03517......  Tokyo  Kaiji  Kabushiki  Kaisha: 

Kusunoki  Mam 

03518 .  Tokyo  Senpaku  Kabushiki  Kaisha:  Ban¬ 

dung  Mam 

03587 .  United  Transportation  Co.:  Barge 

Juneau. 

03589 .  Bay  Cities  Transportation  Co.:  10,  24, 

and  25. 

03614 .  A/S  Kristian  Jebsens  Rederi:  Games. 

Vigsnes. 

03619 .  United  Towing  Company:  UT-153,  UT- 

154.  ■ 

03626 .  A-S  Mosiash  Shipping  Co.:  Atlantic 

Forest 

03635 .  Hines,  Incorporated:  SS-301.  SS-302.  and 

SS-303. 

03645 .  Tidewater  Morgan  City  Inc.:  Tide  Mar 

21. 

03690 .  The  Harbor  Tug  and  Barge  Company: 

Barge  1927. 

03692 .  Marmac  Corporation:  GBL-6.  GBL-7. 

03703 .  Long  Beach  Tugboat  Co.:  Tug  Skilak. 

03708 .  Puget  Sound  Tug  &  Barge  Co.:  Barge 

255. 

03715 .  Santa  Pe  Pomeroy,  Inc.:  Choctaw,  Red¬ 

wood  V. 

03733 .  Great  Lakes  Dredge  &  Dock  Co.:  G.L. 

No.  17. 

03739 .  Venore  Transportation  Co.:  Oswego  Ven¬ 

ture. 

03744  .  Ocean  Fisheries  Inc.:  Michelangelo. 

Faffaello,  Marco  Polo.  Eastern  Pacific 
Connie  Jean,  J.  M.  Martinac.  John  F. 
Kennedy,  Trinidad,  South  Pacific. 
Southern  Pacific,  and  Finisterre. 

•3795 .  Paragon  Shipping  Ltd.  Liberia:  Paragon 

03855 .  Prometheus  Shipping  Corp.:  Spyrakis. 

03883 .  Ohio  Barge  Line  Inc.:  ETT  120.  ETT  122, 

ETT 123  and  Barge  Chem  43. 

03923 .  Shinwa  Kaiun  Kaisha.  Ltd.:  Fugo  Maru. 

Furyu  Maru. 


Certificate  Owner /Operator  and  Vessels 

No. 

03980 .  Moran  Towing  &  Transportation  Co.. 

Inc.:  Margaret  Moran. 

04005 .  Washington  Tug  &  Barge  Co.,  a  Division 

of  James  Griffiths  &  Sons.,  Inc.: 
Griffco,  Griffnip,  and  No.  69. 

04020 _ _  Skips  A/S  Agnes:  Rona. 

04060 .  A/S  Uglands  Rederi:  Livanita. 

By  The  Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

CFR  Doc.  78-20174  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 

[6730-01] 

CERTIFICATES  OF  FINANCIAL  RESPONSIBILITY 
(OIL  POLLUTION) 

Certificates  Revoked 

Notice  of  voluntary  revocation  is 
hereby  given  with  respect  to  Certifi¬ 
cates  of  Financial  Responsibility  (Oil 
Pollution)  which  had  been  issued  by 
the  Federal  Maritime  Commission, 
covering  the  below  indicated  vessels, 
pursuant  to  Part  542  of  Title  46  CFR 
and  section  311  (p)(l)  of  the  Federal 
Water  Pollution  Control  Act,  as 
amended. 

In  addition,  notice  of  voluntary  revo¬ 
cation  is  also  given  with  respect  to 
Certificates  of  Financial  Responsibili¬ 
ty  (Alaska  Pipeline)  which  had  been 
issued  by  the  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission.  covering  the  vessels  indicated 
by  an  asterisk  (*),  pursuant  to  Part  543 
of  Title  46  CFR  and  subsection  (c)  of 
section  204  Trans-Alaska  Pipeline  Au¬ 
thorization  Act. 

Certificate  Owner/Operator  and  Vessels 
No 

02198 .  Peninsular  &  Oriental  Steam  Navigation 

Co.:  Strathaslak. 

03044  —  Bouchard  Transportation  Co.  Inc.:  B.  No. 
40.  B.  No.  16. 

03080 .  Oceanic  Petroleum  Carriers  Inc.:  Ocean¬ 

ic  Champion. 

03470 _  Nikko  Kaiji  Kabushiki  Kaisha:  Shunyo 

Mam 

03715......  Santa  Pe  Pomeroy.  Inc.:  Gatebridge  II, 

Qatebridge  I. 

04006 _  Washington  Tug  &  Barge  Co.:  Lassen. 

04011—  Haverton  Shipping  Ltd.:  Haverton. 
04050—...  A/S  Uglands  Rederi:  Angelita. 

04404 .  Lars  Rej  Johansen:  Joada,  Joalaska. 

05057 _  Asia  Petroleum  Carriers.  Inc.:  Oriental 

Navigator. 

05298 ......  Erich  Drescher:  Maecaeta  Drescher. 

05757..—  Cia  de  Transports  Maritimes  Petroliers: 

Messidor,  Alsace.  Champs  Elysees,  and 
Fructidor. 

09035 .  Chi  Shin  Navigation,  Inc.:  Chi  Shin. 

09044 .  Demka  Shipping  Co..  S.A.:  Eugenia  K 

09054  _ _  A/S  Oeir:  Shikoku  Geir. 

09129 .  Vanderlaan  Shipping  &  Trading  (Antil¬ 

les)  Inc.:  Bellatrix. 

09136 .  Port  Tewfik  Shipping  Inc.:  Evelpidis 

Era 

09181 .  Nea  Ninemia  Shipping  Co..  S.A.  Panama: 

Emmanuel  C. 

09208.  ....  Partred.net  for  MS  Malmland: 
Malmland. 

09481 .  Scheepvaart  Maatschappij  Saba  N.V  :  Ve¬ 

ronica. 

09219 .  Petradi  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.:  Captain  D. 

Gregos. 

09263  ....  Trumbull  Asphalt  Co.:  fPW  119,  GTC-5. 
GTC-11,  and  GTC-10. 

•9296 ......  Queensland  Maritime  Corp.:  Scot  Promi¬ 
nent 

0930! .  Scott  Chotin.  Inc.:  Daytona. 


Certificate  Owner/Operator  and  Vessels 
No. 

09327 .  Grand  Wisdom  Transport  Inc.:  Unibulk 

Fir. 

09370 .  Marine  Welding  &  Repair  Works.  Inc.: 

W-15. 

1)9389 .  Triangle  Shifting  and  Fleeting  Service. 

Inc.:  GWG  208. 

09427 .  Ascendant  Navigation  Co.,  S.A.:  Ascen¬ 

dant 

09458 _  Nafta  A.  G.  Zurich:  Bnmin  II. 

09480 _ North  Pacific  Navigation  Corp.:  Ulrica. 

09589 _  STC  Industries.  Inc.:  II  Woo  No.  58. 

09626 ......  CIA  Celta  Maritima,  S.A.:  Irus. 

09681—  Partenreederei  M/S  Constania: 
Constantia. 

09710 Continental  Mariner  Investment  Co.. 

Ltd.:  Hop  Chong. 

09741 _  New  Spirit  Line.  S.A.:  New  Challenger. 

09760 ......  Amoco  Transport  Co.:  Amoco  Cadiz. 

09763 —  Atlas  Maritime  Co..  S.A.:  Newnham. 
SPES. 

09879 ......  Ganta  Shipping  Corp.:  Sun  Bow. 

09943 _  Rextar  Transports  Inc.:  World  Vigour. 

09968 Chemical  Traiisportation  Co.:  Chemtran 

I. 

10056.. ....  Societe  Europeenne  de  Courtage  et 

d'Affretement  Maritimes:  La  Begude, 
La  Gauloise. 

10066 .  San  Shin  Navigation  Co.,  Ltd.:  Sanshin 

Peart 

10108 _  Niclan  Co.,  Ltd.:  Niclan  K. 

10141.. ....  A.  P.  Harmstorf  &  Co.  Gmbh:  Reefer 

Merchant. 

10185 .  Demline  Navigation  Ltd.:  Mary  D. 

10251—  Martimaris  Quinto  Maritime  Corp.: 
Elineta. 

10356 .  Agnes  Shipping  Corp.:  Carolyn  fane. 

10377 .  Leif  Hansen:  Flemming  Scan. 

10381 .  Oceanic  Tankers  Corp.:  Oceanic  Erin. 

10402  .  S  &  E  Shipping  Corp.:  George  M. 

Steinbrenner. 

10403  —  Penny  Tankers  Inc.:  Penny  Conway. 

10427.. —.  United  Towing  (Ocean  Tugs)  Ltd.: 

Euroman. 

10437 .  Antonio  Vaqueiro  Hermelo:  Laxe  Dos 

Picos. 

10468 .. .. ..  Mission  Viking  Inc.:  Mission  Viking. 

10464 Marazura  Navegacion,  S.A.:  Marlene. 

10470 .. ....  Milestone  Enterprises  Ltd.:  Uliang. 

10493 .. ....  Rederij  M.S.  Shipmair  Five:  Shipmalr  V. 

10501 _  Major  Transportation.  S.A.:  Taiga  No.  2. 

10512 .  K.M.  Corp.:  Atlas  U. 

10645.. ....  Scheepvaartbedrifj  Santa  Lucia  BV: 

Tempo. 

10552 .  F.  Laeisz  Maritime  &  Trading  Co..  Ltd.: 

Florida  Silverbow. 

10563 .  Libas  Shipping  Corp.:  Hetland  Courier. 

10685 .  Oreca  Compania  Naviera,  S  A.  (Panama): 

Alexandras  M. 

10597 .  Mighty  Shipping  Co.:  Captain  Cook. 

10645 .  Beeline  (Shipping)  Ltd:  Lis  of  Galway 

10684 .  Northern  Star  Shipping  Co..  Ltd.: 

Cornelian  I. 

10771 _  Alexandria  Shipping  &  Navigation  Co: 

King  Khaled. 

10772 .. ....  Flota  Global,  S.A.:  Count  Albatross. 

10885  —  Arrow  Ltd.:  M.J.  Cams. 

10931 _  Hansung  Shipping  Co..  Ltd.:  Blue  Kobe. 

Blue  Tokyo. 

11101 .  Pillar  Maritime  Corp.:  loannis  Carras. 

11430 .  Kirk's  Marine  Enterprises.  Inc.:  Clifford 

K. 

11637 .  Partenreederei  Ms  Zepatlantic:  Gulf  Pio¬ 

neer. 

11714 .  Global  Transport  Organisation:  Mary  B. 

VI,  420,  Federal  400-7,  Gen  Mar  101. 

11714 .  GTO  Corp.  NV.:  SOL-252,  Federal  400-7, 

Federal  400-6,  Genmar  100,  PAC  160-2, 
PAC  160-3.  250-5,  250-2,  250-1.  250-3. 
250-4. 

11132.. .  Alexandra  Navigation  Corp..  Ltd.: 

Dianna.  • 

11178 .  Larnax  Compania  Naviera.  S.A.: 

Stavronikita. 

11188  .  Serpens  Shipping  Ltd.:  Serpens  Constel¬ 

lation. 

11230 .  Rgiqueza  Maritima.  S.A.:  Asian  Trader 

11258 .  J.  Jost  OHG.,  Hamburg:  Bravenes. 

11271 .  China  Merchants  Steam  Navigation  Co- 

Ltd.:  Hai  Kwang. 

11286 .. ....  Binlon  Marine  Service.  Inc.:  TCB  307. 

11310 .  Perdix  Shipping  Ltd.:  Alexandra  Carras. 

1 1336 ..  ...  Leknes  Shipping  Corp.:  Leknes. 
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Certificate  Owner/Operator  and  Vessels 
No. 

11370 .  Taihei  Kaiun  Kabushiki  Kaisha:  Azuma 

Maru  No.  IS. 

11381 .. ....  Ulkokaupat  Oy:  Kelo,  Kara. 

11417 _  Etablissement  Maritime  Camille:  Nopal 

Yona. 

11422 .  Dorycnium  Shipping  Corp.:  Swede  Pride. 

11499 _  Firstmark  Maritime  Co.,  Ltd.:  Michelle  F. 

11503 .  Sea  Horse  Marine  Inc.:  Lindsey  Frank. 

11557 _  Transnavi-Sociedade  Portuguesa  de 

Navios  Cristemas.  Sari:  Porto  de 
Aveiro. 

11568 .  Pescapuerta  S.A.:  Pescapuerta  Tercero. 

11583  .  Astro  Orion  Navigation  Co.,  S.A.:  Astro 

Orion. 

11584  .  Elna  Shipping  Corp.:  Orion. 

11645 _  Afales  ShippingCo.:  Triton. 

11657 _  Megaron  Shipping,  Ltd.:  Ridgeway. 

11675 .  Bayswater  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.:  Violetta. 

11680 .  Murton  Shipping  Corp.:  Fidelity. 

11684 .  Tramp,  S. A.:  Valtierra. 

11706 .  Kepmount  Shipping  (PTE)  Ltd.: 

Kahikatea. 

11747.. ....  Irish  Sea  Operators:  Kerry. 

11792 .  Prometheus  Maritime  Corp.:  Aegokeros, 

Poseidon,  Treana,  Triton. 

11827 _  Triumph  Steamship  Co.  Ltd.:  Fotini 

Carras. 

11836 .  R/A  Trajan:  Sir  Winston  Churchill. 

11840 .  Partenreederei  MS  Atlantic  King:  Atlan¬ 

tic  King. 

11910 .  K-S  A/S  Andenesship:  Andking. 

11932 .  Norma  Shipping.  Ltd.:  Lucia. 

11961.. ....  OY  Tankships  AB:  Tramontana. 

12039.. ....  Monrovia  Bulkers  Co.:  Mericunda, 

12067 _  Pacific  Tradition  Navigation  Corp.:  Con¬ 

cord  Apollo. 

12102 _  Psiloritis  Shipping  Co.  S.A.:  Hattan. 

12106 .  Compania  Laconia  de  Navegacion  S.A.: 

Capetan  Michalis. 

12115.. ....  Nippon  Kyodo  Hogei  Kabushiki  Kaisha: 

Ohtsu  Mam,  Kyo  Mam  No.  11,  Seki 
Mam  No.  18. 

12118 .  Adonis  Shipping  Corp.:  Golden  Canary. 

12144 _  Adirondack  Shipping  Corp.:  Canopus. 

12211 .  Partrederiet  for  Mt  Inland:  Inland. 

12261 _ _  Anchor  Trading  Co.,  Ltd.:  Bunker  Anti¬ 

gua. 

12268 .  Augusto  Rodriguez  da  Silva:  Peerless. 

12325 _ _  Marue  Suisan  Kabushiki  Kaisha:  Fukuho 

Mam  No.  8. 

12339. _  Gulf  Water  Fueling,  Inc.:  S-1S12,  Holly¬ 

wood  ISO. 

12405  -  Seecon  Schiffahrtskontor  Gmbh:  Split 

12406  .  Syuichi  Nishimura:  Mitsumam  No.  30. 

12422 .. ....  Linnet  Shipping  Co.  S.A.:  Linnet. 

12435.. ....  Pesquero  San  Martin  S.A.  de  C.V.:  San 

Martin  II. 

12447 _  Garden  Rouge  S.A.:  Despina  H. 

12449 .. ....  Meteor  Maritime,  Inc.:  Nahost  Jumbo. 

12545 .  Kaplana  Shipping  Ltd.:  ScUinas. 

12554 .  Simelia  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.:  Rodon. 

12571 _  Ionian  Happiness  Marine.  Inc.:  Aghios 

Nectarios. 

12574  .  Ippo  Shipping  Co.,  Ltd.:  Shinko  Maru, 

12575  .  Ro  Ro  Charterers  Corp.:  Seaspeed  Asia, 

Seaspeed  Arabia. 

12601  —  Han  Sung  Enterprise  Co.  Ltd.:  Han  Sung 

No.  33. 

12602  .  Alaska  Cargo  Lines,  Inc.:  Galena. 

12638 .  Yahata  Gyogyo  Kabushiki  Kaisha: 

Yahata  Mam  No.  31,  Seiju  Mam  No. 
20. 

12677 .  Naxos  Trade  &  Transport.  Ltd.:  Naxos 

Trader. 

12760 .  Kristel  Tankers.  Inc.:  Kansas. 

12805 .  Compagnie  Generale  d'Armemements 

Maritimes:  Saint  Tropez. 

12859 .  Osaka  Hinode  Shipping  Co.,  S.A.:  Tofuku 

Maru. 

12890 .  N-Ren  Corp.:  GWG  103. 

12893 .  Gulf  Oil  Belgium,  S.A.:  Belgulf  Strength. 

12899 .  Albatross  Marine  Corp.:  Euroasia  Mon¬ 

arch , 

12937  —  Pierce  County.  Washington:  Steilacoom. 

12960 .  Pallas  Shipping  Agency.  Ltd.:  Eastern 

Matsu, 

12968 _  Kornal  Trade  &  Finance,  Inc.:  Brazilian 

Vitoria. 

13025 _  Federal  Pacific  (Liberia),  Ltd.:  Federal 

Thames. 

13071 .  T.J.  Bryant  &  Lone  Star  Marine  Salvage 

Co.:  Big  bud. 


Certificate  Owner/Operator  and  Vessels 
No. 

99032 .  Bay  Cities  Transportation  Co.:  24. 

99048 Kristel  Tankers.  Inc.:  Kansas. 

99060 Newport  Tankers  Corp.:  Achilles. 

By  The  Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20173  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6820-24] 

GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

DELEGATION  OF  AUTHORITY 

Federal  Property  Management  Regulations 
Temporary  Regulation  E-51 

1.  Purpose.  This  regulation  delegates 
authority  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
to  represent  the  interests  of  the  execu¬ 
tive  agencies  of  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  in  an  electric  rate  increase  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

2.  Effective  date.  This  regulation  is 
effective  immediately. 

3.  Delegation. 

a.  Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested 
in  me  by  the  Federal  Property  and  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Services  Act  of  1949,  63 
Stat.  377,  as  amended,  particularly  sec¬ 
tions  201(a)(4)  and  205(d)  (40  U.S.C. 
481(a)(4)  and  486(d)),  authority  is  del¬ 
egated  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to 
represent  the  consumer  interests  of 
the  executive  agencies  of  the  Federal 
Government  before  the  New  Mexico 
Public  Service  Commission  in  a  pro¬ 
ceeding  concerning  the  Public  Service 
Co.  of  New  Mexico. 

b.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  may 
redelegate  this  authority  to  any  offi¬ 
cer,  official,  or  employee  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense. 

c.  This  authority  shall  be  exercised 
in  accordance  with  the  policies,  proce¬ 
dures,  and  controls  prescribed  by  the 
General  Services  Administration,  and 
shall  be  exercised  in  cooperation  with 
the  responsible  officers,  officials,  and 
employees  thereof. 

July  10,  1978. 

Jay  Solomon, 
Administrator  of 
General  Services. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20127  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6820-25] 

[Intervention  Notice  72] 

NEW  YORK  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
AND  NEW  YORK  TELEPHONE  CO. 

Propoted  Intervention  in  Rate  Increase 
Proceeding 

The  Administrator  of  General  Ser¬ 
vices  seeks  to  intervene  in  a  proceed¬ 
ing  before  the  New  York  Public  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  involving  an  applica¬ 


tion  of  New  York  Telephone  Co.  for 
an  increase  in  its  tariffed  rates  for  in¬ 
trastate  telecommunications  services. 
The  Administrator  of  General  Services  N 
represents  the  interests  of  the  execu¬ 
tive  agencies  of  the  U.S.  Government 
as  users  of  utility  services. 

Persons  desiring  to  make  inquiries  of 
GSA  concerning  this  case  should 
submit  them,  in  writing,  to  Mr.  Spence 
W.  Perry,  Assistant  General  Counsel, 
Regulatory  Law  Division,  General  Ser¬ 
vices  Administration,  18th  and  F 
Streets  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20405, 
telephone  202-566-0726,  on  or  before 
August  21,  1978,  and  refer  to  this 
notice  number. 

Persons  making  inquiries  are  put  on 
notice  that  the  making  of  an  inquiry 
shall  not  serve  to  make  any  persons 
parties  of  record  in  the  proceeding. 

(Section  201(a)(4),  Federal  Property  and  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Services  Act,  40*  U.S.C. 
481(a)(4).) 

Dated:  July  10, 1978. 

Jay  Solomon, 
Administrator  of 
General  Services. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20128  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am) 

[6820-22] 

REGIONAL  PUBLIC  ADVISORY  PANEL  ON  AR¬ 
CHITECTURAL  AND  ENGINEERING  SERVICES 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Public  Advisory  Panel  on  Archi¬ 
tectural  and  Engineering  Services, 
Region  1;  August  3,  1978,  from  9  a.m. 
to  4  p.m..  Room  606,  J.  W.  McCormack 
Post  Office  and  Courthouse,  Post 
Office  Square,  Boston,  Mass.  02109. 

The  meeting  will  be  devoted  to  the 
initial  step  of  the  procedures  for 
screening  and  evaluating  the  qualifica¬ 
tions  of  Architect-Engineers  under 
consideration  for  selection  to  furnish 
professional  services  for  the  following 
project: 

“New  Construction”,  Courthouse  and  Fed¬ 
eral  Building.  Springfield,  Mass. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public. 

Dated:  July  6, 1978. 

Alan  E.  Gorham, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20126  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 
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[4110-88] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental  Health 
Administration 

EMPLOYEES  OF  HARVARD  COMMUNITY 
HEALTH  PLAN 

Research  on  Mental  Health;  Authorization  of 
Confidentiality 

Under  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  by  section  303(a)  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act  (42  U.S.C.  242(a)), 
all  persons  who: 

1.  Are  employed  by  the  Harvard 
Community  Health  Plan,  Boston  and 
Cambridge,  Mass.:  and  • 

2.  Have,  in  the  course  of  that  em¬ 
ployment,  access  to  information  which 
would  identify  individuals  who  are  the 
subjects  of  research  on  mental  health 
which  is  assisted  by  the  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
grant  numbered  R01  MH  28335  titled 
“Marital  Separation  and  Medical  Utili¬ 
zation;”  are  hereby  authorized  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  privacy  of  the  individuals  who 
are  the  subjects  of  that  research  by 
withholding  their  names  and  other 
identifying  characteristics  from  all 
persons  not  connected  with  the  con¬ 
duct  of  that  research. 

As  provided  in  section  303(a)  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
242a(a)): 

Persons  so  authorized  to  protect  the  priva¬ 
cy  of  such  individuals  may  not  be  compelled 
in  any  Federal,  State,  or  local  civil,  criminal, 
administrative,  legislative,  or  other  proceed¬ 
ings  to  identify  such  individuals. 

This  authorization  does  not  autho¬ 
rize  employees  of  the  Harvard  Com¬ 
munity  Health  Plan  to  refuse  to  reveal 
to  qualified  personnel  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  for  the  purpose  of  management  of 
financial  audits  or  program  evalua¬ 
tion,  the  names  or  other  identifying 
characteristics  of  individuals  who  are 
the  subjects  of  the  research  conducted 
pursuant  to  Department  of  Health. 
Education,  and  Welfare  grant  num¬ 
bered  R01  MH  28335.  Such  personnel 
will  hold  any  identifying  information 
so  obtained  strictly  confidential  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  45  CPR  5.71. 

This  authorization  is  applicable  to 
all  information  obtained  pursuant  to 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  grant  numbered  R01  MH 
28335  which  would  identify  individuals 
who  are  subjects  of  the  research  con¬ 
ducted  under  the  grant. 


Dated:  June  23,  1978. 

James  E.  Pittman, 
Acting  Deputy  Director,  National 
Institute  of  Mental  Health. 

Dated:  June  22.  1978. 

Karst  J.  Besteman, 
Deputy  Director, 

National  Institute  on  Drug  Abuse. 
Dated:  July  5.  1978. 

Gerald  L.  Klerman, 
Administrator,  Alcohol,  Drug 
Abuse,  and  Mental  Health  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

tFR  Doc.  78-19994  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4110-86] 

Confer  for  Disease  Control 
MEETING  ON  INFLUENZA 

A  meeting  will  be  convened  by  the 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  to  review  the  status  of  influ¬ 
enza  in  the  United  States  and  the 
world,  and  to  discuss  current  policy 
recommendations  for  the  1978-1979  in¬ 
fluenza  season. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public,  limited  only  by  the  space  avail¬ 
able: 

Date,  time  and  place 

July  26,  1978.  8:30  a.m..  Room  800  Hum¬ 
phrey  Building.  200  Independence  Avenue 

SW.. 

Additional  information  can  be  ob¬ 
tained  from:  H.  Bruce  Dull,  M.D.,  As¬ 
sistant  Director  for  Program,  Center 
for  Disease  Control,  1600  Clifton  Road 
NE..  Atlanta,  Ga.  30333,  404-633-3311, 
Ext.  3701. 

Jobannes  Stuart, 
Acting  Director, 
Center  for  Disease  Control 

July  18,  1978. 

(FR  Doc.  78-20312  Filed  7-19-78:  9:12  am] 


[4110-39] 

Notional  Institute  of  Education 

INFORMATION  AND  DATA  ACQUISITION 
ACTIVITY 

Collection;  Opportunity  for  Comments 

Pursuant  to  section  406g(2)(B),  Gen¬ 
eral  Education  Provisions  Act,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  notice  is  given: 

The  National  Institute  of  Education 
is  proposing  an  information  and  data 
acquisition  activity  which  will  request 
information  from  educational  agencies 
or  institutions. 

The  purpose  of  publishing  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  is  to 
comply  with  paragraph  (g)(2)(B)  of 
the  “Control  of  Paperwork”  amend¬ 
ment  which  provides  that  each  educa¬ 
tional  agency  or  institution  subject  to 


a  request  under  the  collection  of  infor¬ 
mation  and  data  acquisition  activity 
and  their  representative  organizations 
shall  have  on  opportunity,  during  a 
30-day  period  before  the  transmittal 
of  the  request  to  the  Director  of  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget,  to 
comment  to  the  Administrator  of  the 
National  Center  for  Education  Statis¬ 
tics  on  the  collection  of  information 
and  data  acquisition  activity. 

This  data  acquisition  activity  as  de¬ 
scribed  below  is  also  subject  to  review 
by  the  HEW  Education  Data  Acquisi¬ 
tion  Council. 

Written  comments  on  the  proposed 
activities  are  invited.  Comments 
should  refer  to  the  form  number  and 
must  be  received  on  or  before  August- 
21,  1978,  and  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Administrator,  National  Center 
for  Education  Statistics,  Attn:  Man¬ 
agement  Information  Acquisition. 
Planning,  and  Utilization,  Room  3001, 
400  Maryland  Avenue,  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20202 

Further  information  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  Project  Officer, 
Norman  Gold,  Acting  Assistant  Direc¬ 
tor,  Home,  Work  and  Community. 
Teaching  and  Learning  Program,  Na¬ 
tional  Institute  of  Education,  202-254- 
9497. 

July  14.  1978. 

June  Schuckardt, 
Alternate  Forms  Clearance  Officer, 
National  Institute  of  Education. 

Description  op  a  Proposed  Collection  of 

Information  and  Data  Acquisition  Ac¬ 
tivity 

1.  Title  of  proposed  activity:  Cities  in 
Schools  Evaluation. 

2.  Agency/bureau/office:  National  Insti¬ 
tute  of  Education. 

3.  Agency  form  No.:  NIE  194. 

4.  Legislative  authority  for  this  activity: 
“(eMl)  In  order  to  carry  out  the  objectives 
of  the  Institute,  the  director  is  authorized, 
through  the  Institute,  to  conduct  education¬ 
al  research  ...  As  used  in  this  subsection, 
the  term,  ‘educational  research’  includes 
(basic  and  applied),  planning,  surveys,  eval¬ 
uations.  investigations,  experiments,  devel¬ 
opments,  and  demonstrations  in  the  field  of 
education  (including  career  education).” 
(Section  405(e)(1)  of  the  General  Education 
Provisions  Act  as  amended,  20  U.S.C.  1221e.)  j 

5.  Voluntary /obligatory  nature  of  re-  - 
sponse:  Voluntary. 

6.  How  information  collected  will  be  used: 
Background:  Cities  in  Schools  is  a  service  in¬ 
tegration  project  bringing  together  educa¬ 
tion  and  social  services  for  inner  city  youth 
and  their  families.  The  program  now  oper¬ 
ates  projects  in  three  demonstration  cities— 
Atlanta,  Indianapolis,  and  New  York.  The 
program  contemplates  effects  on  a  broad 
range  of  variables  including  academic 
achievement,  attendance,  drug/alcohol  use. 
overaggressive  behavior  and  delinquency, 
participation  in  constructive  leisure  time  ac¬ 
tivities,  and  evidence  of  interest  in  employ¬ 
ment  or  further  training.  The  Contractor  is 
conducting  an  evaluation  to  answer  substan¬ 
tive  questions  concerning  the  impact  and  ef¬ 
fectiveness  of  the  Cities  in  Schools  program 
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on  the  youth  it  serves.  These  questions  in¬ 
clude  the  extent  to  which  the  program  as 
implemented  matches  the  description  of  the 
program  as  proposed;  the  extent  to  which 
the  program  is  working  with  students  who 
meet  the  criteria  of  needing  help  that  the 
program  established;  the  nature  and  extent 
of  change  in  the  students’  in-school  and  out- 
of-school  behavior  along  the  critical 
variables  that  the  program  works  on.  Data 
collected  in  the  fall  of  1978  will  serve  as 
baseline  for  a  2-year  study  during  which  the 
Contractor  will  follow  students  selected  for 
the  program  and  a  control  group  of  students 
not  selected.  All  of  the  questions  being 
asked  are  based  on  specific  points  in  the 
“Evaluation  Design  for  Cities  in  Schools,” 
which  the  Contractor  developed  as  the  end 
product  of  an  initial  six-month  funding 
period.  Input  to  the  "Evaluation  Design” 
came  from  stakeholders  in  executive  agen¬ 
cies,  SEA’s  and  LEA’s  where  the  program  is 
operating  as  well  as  from  program  adminis¬ 
trators  and  staff,  a  Technical  Review  Board 
of  evaluation  experts  and  the  NIE  Program 
Officer. 

Reports  and  Dissemination;  The  Contrac¬ 
tor  will  analyze  the  data  and  prepare  re¬ 
ports  based  on  the  data  collected.  These  re¬ 
ports  will  furnish  information  needed  by  ex¬ 
ecutive  agencies  currently  funding  Cities  in 
Schools  to  make  informed  decisions  about 
future  support  of  the  program.  They  will  be 
similarly  useful  to  State  and  local  education 
agencies  and  to  public  and  private  service 
agencies  that  are  now  funding  or  are  con¬ 
templating  funding  the  Cities  in  Schools 
program.  Reports  will  be  made  available  to 
all  interested  parties  at  the  Federal,  State, 
and  local  levels  and  to  research  and  evalua¬ 
tion  professionals. 

7.  Data  acquisition  plan;  (a)  Method  of 
collection:  Personal  interview,  (b)  Time  of 
collection:  Fall  and  Spring,  1978,  Fall  and 
Spring,  1979.  (c)  Frequency;  Semiannually 
for  2  years. 

8.  Respondents; 

(a)  Type:  Students  public  secondary 

schools— in  program. 

(b)  Number:  Universe— 1,400;  Sample- 
420. 

(c)  Estimated  average  person-hours  per  re¬ 
spondent:  0.75. 

(a)  Type:  Students  public  secondary 

schools— designated  control  group. 

(b)  Number:  Universe— 450;  Interview 
sample— 150. 

(c)  Estimated  average  person-hours  per  re¬ 
spondent:  0.5. 

(a)  Type:  Caseworkers. 

(b)  Number:  Universe— 200. 

(c)  Estimated  average  person-hours  per  re¬ 
spondent:  1.5. 

(a)  Type:  Teachers  public  secondary 

school  designated  as  closest  counterpart  to 
caseworker  by  nonprogram  student. 

(b)  Number:  Universe— 150. 

<c>  Estimated  average  person-hours  per  re¬ 
spondent:  0.5. 

(a)  Type:  Teachers— public  elementary/ 
secondary  school  (in  schools  where  program 
operates). 

(b)  Number:  Universe— 500;  Sample— 70. 

(c)  Estimated  average  person-hours  per  re¬ 
spondent:  0.25. 

9.  Information  to  be  collected:  The  ques¬ 
tionnaires  for  groups  A,  B,  C,  and  D  seek  to 
collect  information  about  the  impact  of  the 
program  on  the  students  in  it  compared  to 
changes  that  students  not  in  the  program 
undergo  in  the  same  time  period.  The  ques¬ 


tions  probe  the  nature  of  academic,  in¬ 
school  behavior  and  out-of -school  behavior 
problems  each  student  has,  any  help  the 
student  is  receiving  for  identified  problems, 
evidence  of  student  investment  in  a  positive 
future  (career,  schooling,  training),  pro¬ 
grammatic  activities  the  student  partici¬ 
pates  in,  and  opinions  of  the  program.  The 
spring  data  collection  instruments  will  also 
include  questions  about  changes  in  student 
behavior  during  the  year.  The  questionnaire 
for  respondent  group  E  seeks  to  collect  in¬ 
formation  on  the  impact  of  the  program  as 
a  whole  on  the  school  in  which  it  is  located. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20104  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4110-45] 

Public  Health  Service 

LOANS  FOR  CONSTRUCTION  OR  MODERNIZA¬ 
TION  OF  HOSPITALS  AND  OTHER  MEDICAL 
FACILITIES 

Delegation  of  Authority 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  delegated  by  the 
Acting  Secretary  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  to  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Health  on  March  13,  1968  (33  FR 
4894),  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Health  has  made  the  following  delega¬ 
tion  effective  June  19, 1978: 

Delegation  to  the  Administrator,  Health 
Resources  Administration,  with  authority 
to  redelegate,  of  all  authority  vested  in 
the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  under  section  610,  Title  VI  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  Act  (42  U.S.C.  291j) 
concerning  “Loans  for  Construction  or 
Modernization  of  Hospitals  and  Other 
Medical  Facilities.” 

The  March  1,  1970,  delegation  (35  FR 
7387-7388)  to  the  Regional  Health  Ad¬ 
ministrators  of  authority  under  Sec¬ 
tion  610,  Title  VI  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act  has  been  superseded.  The 
June  19,  1978,  delegation  provides  for 
the  Administrator,  Health  Resources 
Administration,  rather  than  the  re¬ 
gional  Health  Administrators,  to  exer¬ 
cise  the  loan  program  authorities  con¬ 
tained  in  Section  610,  Title  VI  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  Act. 

Dated:  July  11,  1978. 

John  C.  Droke, 
Deputy  Executive  Officer, 
Public  Health  Service. 
(FR  Doc.  78-19995  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4110-85] 

-  Public  Health  Service 

LOAN  GUARANTEES  AND  LOANS  FOR  MOD¬ 
ERNIZATION  AND  CONSTRUCTION  OF  HOS¬ 
PITAL  AND  OTHER  MEDICAL  FACILITIES 

Delegation  of  Authority 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  delegated  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  on  May  22,  1975,  to  the  Assistant 


Secretary  for  Health  (40  FR  25079), 
the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Health  has 
made  the  following  delegation  effec¬ 
tive  June  19,  1978: 

Delegation  to  the  Administrator,  Health 
Resources  Administration,  with  authority 
to  redelegate,  of  all  authority  vested  in 
the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  under  Part  B,  Title  VI  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  Act  (42  U.S.C.  291j- 
1  et  seq.)  concerning  loan  guarantees  and 
loans  for  modernization  and  construction 
of  hospitals  and  other  medical  facililties. 

The  July  25,  1977  delegation  (42  FR 
39724)  by  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Health  to  the  Regional  Health  Admin¬ 
istrators  and  the  Administrator, 
Health  Resources  Administration,  of 
authority  under  Part  B,  Title  VI  of 
the  Public  Health  Service  Act  has 
been  superseded.  The  June  19,  1978 
delegation  provides  for  the  Adminis¬ 
trator,  Health  Resources  Administra¬ 
tion,  rather  than  the  Regional  Health 
Administrators  to  exercise  the  loan 
program  authorities  contained  in  Part 
B,  Title  VI  of  the  Public  Health  Serv¬ 
ice  Act. 

Dated;  July  11,  1978. 

John  C.  Droke, 
Deputy  Executive  Officer, 
Public  Health  Service. 
(FR  Doc.  78-19996  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4110-85] 

HEALTH  RESOURCES  DEVELOPMENT 
Delegation  of  Authority 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  delegated  to  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Health  on  Octo¬ 
ber  31,  1975  (40  FR  53611),  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Health  has  made  the  following  delega¬ 
tions  effective  June  19,  1978: 

1.  Delegation  to  the  Regional  Health 
Administrators,  with  authority  to 
redelegate,  with  further  redelegation 
prohibited,  of  authority  under  title 
XVI  of  the  Public  Health  Service  Act, 
as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  93-641  (42 
U.S.C.  300o  et  seq.)  as  follows: 

a.  Section  1603(b)  to  approve  State 
medical  facilities  plans  and  any  modi¬ 
fications  to  such  plans. 

b.  Section  1604(b)(2)(A)  to  waive  ap¬ 
plication  requirements  for  medical  fa¬ 
cility  projects;  under  section  1604(c)  to 
approve  applications  for  medical  facili¬ 
ty  projects;  under  1604(d)  to  afford 
State  agencies  an  opportunity  for  a 
hearing  and  to  conduct  such  hearings; 
and  under  1604(e)  to  approve  amend¬ 
ments  to  any  approved  application  in 
the  same  manner  as  an  original  appli¬ 
cation. 

c.  Section  1611  to  make  payments  to 
the  States  for  an  approved  medical  fa¬ 
cility  project. 
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d.  Section  1612(c)  to  investigate  com¬ 
plaints  of  noncompliance  of  an  entity 
which  is  receiving  financial  assistance. 

e.  Section  1635  to  provide  technical 
assistance  to  entities  developing  appli¬ 
cations  under  section  1604. 

f.  Authority  under  section  1640  to 
make  development  grants  for  Area 
Health  Services  Development  Funds. 

2.  Delegation  to  the  Administrator, 
Health  Resources  Administration, 
with  authority  to  redelegate,  of  au¬ 
thorities  delegated  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Health  under  title  XVI 
of  the  Public  Health  Service  Act,  as 
amended  by  Pub.  L.  93-641  (42  U.S.C. 
300o  et  seq.),  except  for  the  authori¬ 
ties  delegated  to  the  Regional  Health 
Administrators.  The  delegation  to  the 
Administrator,  Health  Resources  Ad¬ 
ministration,  includes  the  authority  to 
provide  technical  assistance,  technical 
materials,  and  the  methodologies,  poli¬ 
cies,  and  standards  necessary  to  carry 
out  section  1635  of  the  Public  Health 

Rprvirp  Apt* 

The  Aprii  1,  1976  delegation  (41  FR 
15902-15903)  by  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Health  to  the  Regional 
Health  Administrators  and  the  Admin¬ 
istrator.  Health  Resources  Administra¬ 
tion,  of  authorities  under  title  XVI  of 
the  Public  Health  Service  Act,  as 
amended  by  Pub.  L.  93-641,  has  been 
susperseded. ' 

The  June  19,  1978  delegations  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  Administrator,  Health  Re¬ 
sources  Administration,  rather  than 
the  Regional  Health  Administrators, 
to  exercise  the  authorities  under  sec¬ 
tions  1620  and  1622  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act  for  loans  and  loan 
guarantees. 

Dated:  July  11,  1978. 

John  C.  Droke, 
Deputy  Executive  Officer, 
Public  Health  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  78-19997  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4110-85] 

LOAN  AND  LOAN  GUARANTEE  PROGRAM 

Delegation  of  Authority 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  delegated  to  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Health  by  the 
Acting  Secretary  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  in  his  Reorganization 
Order  effective  July  1,  1973  (38  FR 
18261-18262),  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Health  has  made  the  following  rev¬ 
ocation  effective  June  19,  1978: 

Revocation  of  the  November  26,  1969  dele¬ 
gation  to  the  Regional  Health  Administra¬ 
tor,  Region  III,  of  authority  under  the 
District  of  Columbia  Medical  Facilities 
Construction  Act  of  1968  “To  approve 
grants  and  loans  for  the  construction  or 
modernization  of  hospitals,  public  health 
centers,  long-term  care  facilities,  diagnos¬ 
tic  or  treatment  centers,  rehabilitation  fa¬ 


cilities,  facilities  for  the  mentally  retard¬ 
ed,  and  community  mental  health  centers 
in  the  District  of  Columbia.” 

The  authorities  of  the  Regional 
Health  Administrator,  Region  III, 
which  are  herein  reported  as  having 
been  revoked,  will  be  exercised  by  the 
Administrator,  Health  Resources  Ad¬ 
ministration,  or  his  designee. 

Dated:  July  11,  1978. 

John  C.  DkOKE, 
Deputy  Executive  Officer, 
Public  Health  Service. 
[FR  Doc.78-19999  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4110-85] 

LOAN  AND  LOAN  GUARANTEE  PROGRAM 
Delegation  of  Authority 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  a  Memorandum  of  Agreement 
signed  on  January  18,  1969,  as  amend¬ 
ed  on  April  7,  1971,  by  the  Secretaries 
of  the  Department  of  Health,  Educa¬ 
tion,  and  Welfare  and  the  Department 
of  Housing  and  Urban  Development, 
the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Health  has 
made  the  following  delegation  effec¬ 
tive  June  19,  1978 

Delegation  to  the  Administrator,  Health 
Resources  Administration,  with  authority 
to  redelegate  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Memorandum  of  Agreement,  of  all  the 
authorities  vested  In  the  Public  Health 
Service  by  the  January  18,  1969,  as 
amended  on  April  7,  1971  Memorandum  of 
Agreement  on  section  242  of  the  National 
Housing  Act. 

The  March  1,  1970  delegation  (35  FR 
7387-7388)  to  the  Regional  Health  Ad¬ 
ministrators  by  the  Administrator. 
Health  Services  and  Mental  Health 
Administration,  has  been  superseded. 
The  July  1,  1973,  delegation  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  Health  Resources  Admin¬ 
istration,  (38  FR  18260)  has  been  su¬ 
perseded,  insofar  as  it  pertains  to  the 
June  19,  1978  delegation.  The  June  19, 
1978  delegation  provides  for  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  Health  Resources  Admin¬ 
istration,  rather  than  the  Regional 
Health  Administrators,  to  exercise  the 
authority  to  review  proposals  and 
make  determinations  of  approvability 
with  respect  to  mortgage  insurance  for 
the  construction  or  rehabilitation  of, 
and  the  purchase  of  equipment  for, 
nonprofit  hospitals. 

Dated:  July  11,  1978. 

John  C.  Droke, 
Deputy  Executive  Officer, 
Public  Health  Service. 
[FR  Doc.78-19998  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  ami 


[1505-01] 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

A  COURSE  ON— AND  EVALUATION  OF— THE 
ACTIVATED  PATIENT  CONCEPT 

Program  Result* 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  78-19168  appearing  at 
page  29999  in  the  issue  for  Wednes¬ 
day,  July  12,  1978;  first  column,  sixth 
line  of  the  fifth  paragraph,  the  tele¬ 
phone  number  should  read  “703-557- 
4650”. 


[4210-01] 

-  DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Federal  Disaster  Assistance  Administration 

[Docket  No.  NFD-636;  FDAA-560-DR1 

MINNESOTA 

Major  Disaster  and  Related  Determinations 

AGENCY:  Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration,  HUD. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  is  a  Notice  of  the 
Presidential  declaration  of  a  major  dis¬ 
aster  for  the  State  of  Minnesota 
( FDAA-560-DR ),  dated  July  8,  1978, 
and  related  determinations. 

DATED:  July  8,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

A.  C.  Reid,  Program  Support  Staff, 
Federal  Disaster  Assistance  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development,  Washington, 
D.C.  20410,  202-634-7825. 

NOTICE:  Pursuant  to  the  authority 
vested  in  the  Secretary  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  by  the  President 
under  Executive  Order  11795  of  July 
11,  1974,  and  delegated  to  me  by  the 
Secretary  under  Department  of  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Urban  Development  Delega¬ 
tion  of  Authority,  Docket  No.  D-74- 
285;  and  by  virtue  of  the  Act  of  May 
22,  1974,  entitled  “Disaster  Relief  Act 
of  1974”  (88  Stat.  143),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  July  8,  1978,  the 
President  declared  a  major  disaster  as 
follows: 

I  have  determined  that  the  damage  in  cer¬ 
tain  areas  of  the  State  of  Minnesota  result¬ 
ing  from  severe  storms  and  flooding,  hail 
and  tornadoes,  beginning  on  or  about  June 
25.  1978,  is  of  sufficient  severity  and  magni¬ 
tude  to  warrant  a  major  disaster  declaration 
under  Pub.  L.  93-288.  I  therefore  declare 
that  such  a  major  disaster  exists  in  the 
State  of  Minnesota. 
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Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11795, 
and  delegated  to  me  by  the  Secretary 
under  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Delegation  of  Au¬ 
thority,  Docket  No.  D-74-285,  I  hereby 
appoint  Mr.  William  H.  Mayer  of  the 
Federal  Disaster  Assistance  Adminis¬ 
tration  to  act  as  the  Federal  Coordi¬ 
nating  Officer  for  this  declared  major 
disaster. 

I  do  hereby  determine  the  following 
areas  of  the  State  of  Minnesota  to 
have  been  adversely  affected  by  this 
declared  major  disaster. 

THE  COUNTIES  OF 

Benton,  Dakota,  Mahnomen,  Mower, 
Dodge,  Fillmore,  Norman,  Olmsted, 
Goodhue,  Hennepin,  Polk,  Ramsey, 

Houston,  Wabasha,  and 

Washington  Winona 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Asst.  No. 

14.701,  Disaster  Asst) 

William  II.  Wilcox, 
Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration. 
[FR  Doc.  78-20189  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4210-01] 

[Docket  No.  NFD  635;  FDAA-3C85-EM) 

NORTH  DAKOTA 

Emergency  Declaration  and  Related 
Determinations 

AGENCY:  Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration,  HUD. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  is  a  Notice  of  the 
Presidential  declaration  of  an  emer¬ 
gency  for  the  State  of  North  Dakota 
( FD AA-3065-EM ),  dated  July  7,  1978, 
and  related  determinations. 

DATED:  July  7,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

A.  C.  Reid,  Program  Support  Staff, 
Federal  Disaster  Assistance  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development,  Washington, 
D.C.  20410,  202-634-7825. 

NOTICE:  Pursuant  to  the  authority 
vested  in  the  Secretary  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  by  the  President 
under  Executive  Order  11795  of  July 
11,  1974,  and  delegated  to  me  by  the 
Secretary  under  Department  of  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Urban  Development  Delega¬ 
tion  of  Authority,  Docket  No.  D-74- 
285;  and  by  virtue  of  the  act  of  May 
22,  1974,  entitled  ‘‘Disaster  Relief  Act 
of  1974”  (88  Stat.  143);  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  July  7,  1978,  the 
President  declared  an  emergency  as 
follows: 


I  have  determined  that  the  impact  of 
severe  storms  and  tornadoes  on  the  State  of 
North  Dakota  is  of  sufficient  severity  and 
magnitude  to  warrant  a  declaration  of  an 
emergency  under  Pub.  L.  93-288.  I  therefore 
declare  that  such  an  emergency  exists  in 
the  State  of  North  Dakota. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11795, 
and  delegated  to  me  by  the  Secretary 
under  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Delegation  of  Au¬ 
thority,  Docket  No.  D-74-285,  I  hereby 
appoint  Mr.  Donald  G.  Eddy  of  the 
Federal  Disaster  Assistance  Adminis¬ 
tration  to  act  as  the  Federal  Coordi¬ 
nating  Officer  for  this  declared  emer¬ 
gency. 

I  do  -hereby  determine  the  following 
area  of  the  State  of  North  Dakota  to 
have  been  adversely  affected  by  this 
declared  emergency: 

The  County  of:  Grant. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 

14.701,  Disaster  Assistance) 

William  H.  Wilcox, 
Administrator,  Federal  Disaster 
Assistance  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20188  Filed  7-19-78:  8:45  am) 


[4210  01] 

[Docket  No.  NFD-634;  FDAA-559-DR) 

WISCONSIN 

Major  Disaster  and  Related  Determinations 

AGENCY:  Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  is  a  Notice  of  the 
Presidential  declaration  of  a  major  dis¬ 
aster  for  the  State  of  Wisconsin 
(FDAA-559-DR),  dated  July  7,  1978, 
and  related  determinations. 

DATED:  July  7,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

A.  C.  Reid,  Program  Support  Staff, 
Federal  Disaster  Assistance  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development,  Washington, 
D.C  20410,  202-634-7825. 

NOTICE:  Pursuant  to  the  authority 
vested  in  the  Secretary  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  by  the  President 
under  Exceutive  Order  11795  of  July 
11,  1974,  and  delegated  to  me  by  the 
Secretary  under  Department  of  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Urban  Development  Delega¬ 
tion  of  Authority,  Docket  No.  D-74- 
285;  and  by  virtue  of  the  act  of  May 
22,  1974,  entitled  “Disaster  Relief  Act 
of  1974”  (88  Stat.  143);  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  July  7,  1978,  the 
President  declared  a  major  disaster  as 
follows: 


I  have  determined  that  the  damage  in  cer¬ 
tain  areas  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin  result¬ 
ing  from  severe  storms  and  flooding,  hail 
and  tornadoes  beginning  on  or  about  June 
25,  1978,  is  of  sufficient  severity  and  magni¬ 
tude  to  warrant  a  major  disaster  declaration 
under  Pub  L.  93-288.  I  therefore  declare 
that  such  a  major  disaster  exists  in  the 
State  of  Wisconsin. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11795, 
and  delegated  to  me  by  the  Secretary 
under  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Delegation  of  Au¬ 
thority,  Docket  No.  D-74-285, 1  hereby 
appoint  Mr.  Robert  E.  Connor  of  the 
Federal  Disaster  Assistance  Adminis¬ 
tration  to  act  as  the  Federal  Coordi¬ 
nating  Officer  for  this  declared  major 
disaster. 

I  do  hereby  determine  the  following 
areas  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin  to 
have  been  adversely  affected  by  this 
declared  major  disaster. 

THE  COUNTIES  OF 

Buffalo,  Crawford, 

Dane.  Green,  Iowa, 

Juneau,  LaCrosse, 

Lafayette,  Monroe, 

Pepin,  Pierce, 

Richland,  Rock,  Sauk, 

Trempealeau,  and 
Vernon. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Asst.  No. 

14.701,  Disaster  Asst.) 

[FR  Doc.  78-20187  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am) 


[4310-02] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
HOOPA  INDIAN  RESERVATION,  CALIF. 

Court  of  Indian  Offenses  Established  July  1, 
1978 

June  30,  1978. 

This  notice  is  published  in  exercise 
of  authority  delegated  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary— Indian  Affairs  by  230  DM 
2. 

Notice  is  given  that  effective  as  of 
July  1,  1978,  a  Court  of  Indian  Of¬ 
fenses  is  authorized  to  be  established 
on  the  Hoopa  Indian  Reservation  in 
the  State  of  California.  This  Court  is 
established  for  the  purpose  of  enforc¬ 
ing  those  regulations  which  may  be 
promulgated  to  regulate  fishing  activi¬ 
ty  on  the  Hoopa  Indian  Reservation. 

Forrest  J.  Gerard, 
Assistant  Secretary— 
Indian  Affairs. 

[FR  Doc.  78  20000  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am) 
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[4310-844 

AREA  MANAGERS 

Safford  District  Redelegation  of  Authority 

Under  authority  of  Bureau  Order 
701,  dated  July  23,  1964,  and  as 
amended,  the  Area  Managers  adminis¬ 
tering  the  San  Simon  Resource  Area 
and  the  Gila  Resource  Area  of  the 
Safford  District,  Ariz.,  1707  Thatcher 
Boulevard  Safford,  Ariz.  85546  are  au¬ 
thorized  to  act  on  the  following  mat¬ 
ters: 

Within  their  respective  areas  of  re¬ 
sponsibility  in  accordance  with  exist¬ 
ing  policies  and  regulations  of  the  De¬ 
partment,  and  under  direct  supervi¬ 
sion  of  the  Safford  District  Manager, 
they  may  exercise  the  function  of  the 
Bureau  Director  on  the  matters  speci¬ 
fied  below,  subject  to  the  limitations 
of  Bureau  Order  701,  Part  III. 

Authority  in  Specific  Matters 

Sec.  3.3  Fiscal  affairs.  The  Area 
Manager  may  take  action  on: 

(d)  Trespass.  Determine  liability  and 
accept  damages  for  trespass  on  the 
public  lands  when  actual  damages  do 
not  exceed  $500. 

Sec.  3.6  Minerals.  The  Area  Manager 
may  take  all  action  on: 

(m)  Oil  and  gas  exploration  oper¬ 
ations. 

(n)  Geothermal  exploration  oper¬ 
ations. 

Sec.  3.7  Range  management.  The 
Area  Manager  may  take  all  action  on: 

(a)  Grazing  District  Administration. 

(1)  Licenses  to  graze  or  trail  live¬ 
stock. 

(2)  Permits  or  cooperative  agree¬ 
ments  to  construct  and  maintain  range 
improvements  and  determine  the 
value  of  such  improvements. 

(3)  Expenditure  of  funds  appropri¬ 
ated  by  Congress  or  contributed  by  in¬ 
dividuals,  associations,  advisory 
boards,  or  others  for  the  construction, 
purchase,  or  maintenance  of  range  im¬ 
provements  within  the  annual  work 
plan. 

(b)  Grazing  leases. 

(d)  Soil  and  watershed  conservation. 

(e)  Controlled  brush  burning  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  plans  and  specifications 
approved  by  the  State  Director. 

(f)  Protection  of  wild,  free-roaming 
horses  and  burros. 

Sec.  3.8  Forest  management.  The 
Area  Manager  may  take  all  actions  on: 

(a)  Disposition  of  forest  products  in¬ 
cluding  sales  of  timber  not  exceeding 
$500  in  value. 

Sec.  3.9  Land  use.  The  Area  Man¬ 
ager  may  take  all  action  on: 

(g)  Disposition  of  material  other 
than  forest  products,  not  exceeding 
$5,000  in  value. 

(z)  Recreation.  Take  all  actions  re¬ 
lating  to  recreation  management  pur¬ 
suant  to  43  CFR,  Part  6000-6290. 


The  District  Manager  may  at  any 
time  temporarily  reserve,  restrict  or 
withhold  any  portion  of  the  above  del¬ 
egated  authority  through  use  of  Form 
1213-1,  District  Office  Authority  and 
Responsibility  Guide. 

This  delegation  supersedes  any  pre¬ 
vious  notices  of  delegations  and  is  ef¬ 
fective  July  20,  1978. 

Dated:  June  15,  1978. 

Guy  E.  Baier, 
District  Manager. 

Approved: 

Robert  O.  Buffington, 

State  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20003  Filed  7-19-78:  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

[AA-5658] 

POWER  PROJECT  1909 
Termination  of  Segregative  Effect 

In  an  order  issued  July  16,  1975,  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  vacated 
the  power  withdrawal  created  by  the 
filing  of  an  application  by  Kadiak 
Fisheries  Co.,  for  Project  No.  1909. 
The  withdrawal  was  vacated  in  its  en¬ 
tirety,  and  affected  the  following  de¬ 
scribed  lands: 

Kodiak  Island,  Alaska,  Shearwater  Bay 

All  lands  of  the  United  States  adjacent  to 
the  U.S.  Survey  No.  2607  lying  within  50 
feet  of  the  center  line  survey  of  the  flume, 
penstock,  and  pipeline  locations  as  shown 
on  a  map  designated  “exhibit  F”  and  enti¬ 
tled  “map  accompanying  application  of  the 
Kadiak  Fisheries  Co.  for  license  for  a  water¬ 
power  project  situated  on  unnamed  creek  on 
Shearwater  Bay,  Territory  of  Alaska,”  and 
filed  in  the  office  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  on  January  15,  1944.  Approxi¬ 
mately  8.54  acres. 

The  above  described  lands  are 
hereby  relieved  of  the  segregative 
effect  of  the  withdrawl  for  Power 
Project  No.  1909. 

This  order  does  not  otherwise  affect 
the  status  of  these  lands.  They  remain 
subject  to  other  withdrawals  of  record, 
including  but  not  limited  to  the  with¬ 
drawal  created  by  Pub.  L.  92-203  for 
selection  by  the  village  of  Old  Harbor 
and  Public  Land  Order  No.  5184. 

Curtis  V.  McVee, 
State  Director. 

[FR  Doc.78-20001  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

[Colorado  011902,  B1 

NORTHWEST  PIPELINE  CORP. 

Notice  of  R/W  Application  for  Pipeline 

July  14,  1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leas¬ 


ing  Act  of  1920  (41  Stat.  449),  as 
amended  (30  U.S.C.  185),  Northwest 
Pipeline  Corp.,  315  East  200  South, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111,  has  ap¬ 
plied  for  a  right-of-way  for  a  4  Vi"  o.d. 
natural  gas  pipeline  for  the  Piceance 
Creek  Gathering  System  approximate¬ 
ly  3.987  miles  long,  across  the  follow¬ 
ing  public  lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian.  Rio  Blanco 
County,  Colo. 

T.  2  S.,  R.  95  W. 

Sec.  19:  NEVi,  NW'/«SEV4.  NE'^SWW; 

Sec.  30:  WV2NEV«. 

T.  2  S.,  R.  96  W. 

Sec.  10:  Lots  10  &  11; 

Sec.  15:  NViNEVi,  SEy«NEV«; 

Sec.  20:  NEViNEVi; 

Sec.  21:  SWy«NEV«. 

T.  2  S„  R.  97  W. 

Sec.  1:  Lot  4,  SViNWy*; 

Sec.  2:  Lot  1,  SWV*SV/V*-. 

Sec.  3:  SE^SE**; 

Sec.  11:  N'/sNWy.,  SEy«NW>/«,  SEy«SEy«; 

Sec.  13:  Lots  7, 10.  11,  13.  14; 

Sec.  14:  Lot  1. 

The  above-named  gathering  system 
will  enable  the  applicant  to  collect 
natural  gas  in  the  area  through  which 
the  pipeline  will  pass  and  to  convey  it 
to  the  applicants’  customers. 

The  purposes  for  this  notice  are:  (1) 
To  inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  is  proceeding 
with  the  preparation  of  the  environ¬ 
mental  and  other  analytic  reports, 
necessary  for  determining  whether  or 
not  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved  and  if  approved,  under  what 
terms  and  conditions.  (2)  to  give  all  in¬ 
terested  parties  the  opportunity  to 
comment  on  the  applications.  (3)  to 
allow  any  party  asserting  a  claim  to 
the  lands  involved  or  having  bona  fide 
objections  to  the  proposed  natural  gas 
gathering  system  to  file  its  claims  or 
objections  in  the  Colorado  State 
Office.  Any  party  so  filing  must  in¬ 
clude  evidence  that  a  copy  thereof  has 
been  served  on  Northwest  Pipeline 
Corp. 

Any  comments,  claims,  or  objections 
must  be  filed  with  the  Chief,  Branch 
of  Adjudication,  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement,  Colorado  State  Office,  Room 
700,  Colorado  State  Bank  Building. 
1600  Broadway,  Denver,  Colo.  80202, 
as  promptly  as  possible  after  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice. 

Andrew  W.  Heard,  Jr., 
Leader,  Craig  Team, 
Branch  of  Adjudication. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20004  Filed  7-19-78:  8:45  am] 
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[4310-84] 

[Serial  No.  F-356191 

W.  G.  M.,  INC 

Application  for  Airport  Loose 

July  13, 1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  Act  of  May  24,  1928  (49  U.S.C. 
211-214)  W.  G.  M.,  Inc.,  has  applied 
for  an  airport  lease  for  the  following 
land: 

A  parcel  contained  in  Section  22,  T.  4  S., 
R.  26  E.,  Fairbanks  Meridian.  Alaska,  fur¬ 
ther  described  to  wit:  “Commencing  at 
USGS  Bench  Mark  “Happy”  in  the  north¬ 
east  comer  of  Section  20,  T.  4  S.,  R.  27  E. 
thence  in  a  straight  line  on  a  bearing  of  S80° 
W  for  a  distance  of  22,600  feet  to  the  true 
point  of  beginning,  being  the  northeast 
corner  of  the  airstrip;  Thence,  on  a  bearing 
of  S80  W  for  a  distance  of  1,000  feet  to  the 
southeast  comer  of  the  apron  adjoining  the 
airstrip;  Thence,  on  a  bearing  of  N10°  W  for 
a  distance  of  450  feet,  being  the  northeast 
comer  of  the  apron;  Thence,  on  a  bearing  of 
S80“  W  for  a  distance  of  500  feet  to  the 
northwest  comer  of  the  apron;  Thence,  S10° 
E  for  a  distance  of  450  feet  in  a  straight  line 
to  the  southwest  corner  of  the  apron; 
Thence,  880”  W  for  a  distance  of  200  feet  in 
a  straight  line  to  the  northwest  corner  of 
the  airstrip;  Thence  S10'  E  in  a  straight  line 
for  a  distance  of  200  feet  to  the  southwest 
comer  of  the  airstrip;  Thence  N80°  E  in  a 
straight  line  for  a  distance  of  1,700  feet  to 
the  southeast  comer  of  the  airstrip;  Thence 
N10'  W  in  a  straight  line  for  a  distance  of 
200  feet  to  the  northeast  comer  of  the  air¬ 
strip,  being  the  true  point  of  beginning.” 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  filing  of 
this  application  segregates  the  de¬ 
scribed  land  from  all  other  forms  of 
use  or  disposal  under  the  public  land 
laws. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  do  so  to  the 
District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Box  1150,  Fairbanks, 
Alaska  99707. 

Carl  D.  Johnson, 
District  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20002  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

SMALL  BUSINESS  TIMBER  SALE  SET-ASIDE  IN 
WESTERN  OREGON 

Recomputation  of  Share* 

July  12,  1978. 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  and  the  Small  Business 
Administration  have  entered  into  an 
agreement  to  insure  that  small  busi¬ 
ness  receives  its  fair  share  of  commer¬ 
cial  timber  sales  in  western  Oregon.  As 
part  of  that  agreement,  a 
recomputation  program  was  estab¬ 


lished  for  5-year  intervals.  In  keeping 
with  that  agreement,  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  has  prepared 
recomputation  guidelines  for  the  small 
business  timber  sale  set-aside  program 
in  western  Oregon.  The  public  is 
hereby  given  notice  of  the  availability 
of  the  recomputation  guidelines  and 
asked  for  its  comments.  Notice  is  also 
given  of  public  hearings  on  the  guide¬ 
lines  which  the  public  is  asked  to 
attend  and  give  its  comments. 

DATE:  Comments  by  August  16,  1978. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to:  State 
Director,  Bureau  .of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  P.O.  Box  2965,  Portland,  Oreg. 
97208.  Comments  will  be  available  for 
public  review  in  room  115  at  729 
Northeast  Oregon  Street,  Portland, 
Oreg.,  from  7:30  a.m.  to  4:14  p.m.  on 
regular  workdays. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION, 
CONTACT: 

Bill  Cowan,  503-234-3361,  ext.  5341. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  following  proposed  recomputation 
guidelines  concern  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management’s  small  business  timber 
sale  set-aside  program  in  western 
Oregon. 

As  part  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement’s  operating  procedure  under 
its  agreement  with  the  Small  Business 
Administration,  it  was  determined 
that  small  business’  share  of  commer¬ 
cial  timber  sales  would  be  recomputed 
at  5-year  intervals.  The  first 
recomputation  period  from  January  1, 
1973,  through  March  31,  1978,  will  be 
used  for  program  periods  of  fiscal 
years  1979  through  1983.  Subsequent 
recomputation  periods  will  be  at  5- 
year  intervals  beginning  with  April  1, 
1978.  The  last  6  months  of  these  sub¬ 
sequent  recomputation  periods  will  be 
monitored  in  a  normal  manner  to 
insure  that  abnormal  purchases  in¬ 
tended  to  influence  the  recomputation 
of  shares  do  not  occur. 

Timber  sale  volume  purchased  by 
large  and  small  businesses  will  be  tal¬ 
lied  for  the  recomputation  period  to 
arrive  at  the  average  share  percentage 
bought  by  small  business. 

Purchases  by  firms  that  change  size 
during  a  recomputation  period  will  be 
credited  to  the  size  class  of  the  initial 
purchaser  at  the  time  of  the  timber 
sale  purchase.  The  size  definition  of 
the  Small  Business  Administration 
will  be  the  basis  for  analyzing  con¬ 
cerns.  Purchases  by 

nonmanufacturing  concerns  will  be 
based  upon  concern  size.  The  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  and  the  Small 
Business  Administration  will  monitor 
purchases  by  nonmanufacturers  for 
trend  changes  in  volume  of  purchases 
or  distribution  of  logs. 

As  part  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement’s  effort  to  obtain  the  greatest 


possible  public  participation  in  the 
preparation  of  final  recomputation 
guidelines,  public  meetings  will  be 
held  as  follows: 

1.  Salem  District  Office,  9  a.m.  Monday. 
August  7, 1978. 

2.  Eugene  District  Office,  2  p.m.  Monday, 
August  7,  1978. 

3.  Roseburg  District  Office,  9  a.m.  Tues¬ 
day,  August  8,  1978. 

4.  Medford  Extension  Service,  2  p.m.  Tues¬ 
day,  August  8,  1978,  Auditoruim  (1301 
Maple  Grove  Drive). 

5.  Coos  Bay  District  Office,  1  p.m.  Thurs¬ 
day,  August  10,  1978. 

Copies  of  the  proposed 
recomputation  guidelines  will  be  avail¬ 
able  in  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment  State  Office  of  Oregon  and  all 
the  District  Offices  in  western  Oregon. 
The  public  is  requested  to  secure 
copies  of  the  guidelines  and  make  com¬ 
ments  in  writing  and  at  public  meet¬ 
ings  so  that  they  can  be  considered  in 
the  preparation  of  final  guidelines. 

E.  J.  Petersen, 
Acting  State  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20005  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

[W-63313] 

WYOMING 
Notice  of  Application 

July  12,  1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing 
Act  of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C. 
185),  the  Phillips  Petroleum  Co.  of 
Denver,  Colo,  filed  an  application  for  a 
right-of-way  to  construct  a  4-inch  I.D. 
and  a  6-inch  I.D.  pipeline  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  transporting  natural  gas  across 
the  following  described  public  lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 

T.  44  N„  R.  77  W., 

Secs.  2,  11,  14,  and  15. 

T.  45  N„  R.  77  W., 

Sec.  35. 

The  proposed  pipelines  will  trans¬ 
port  natural  gas  from  the  Davis-Heldt 
Draw  Unit  No.  42  well  located  in  the 
SWyiSWy*  of  section  36,  T.  45  N.,  R. 
77  W„  and  the  Davis  Table  Mountain 
Federal  No.  1  well  located  in  the  SW'/« 
of  section  35,  T.  45  N.,  R.  77  W.,  and 
the  Davis  Texitgo  Federal  “G”  No.  1 
well  located  in  the  NEy*  of  section  2, 
T.  44  N.,  R.  77  W„  to  a  point  in  the 
SWy*  of  section  15,  T.  44  N„  R.  77  W„ 
all  within  Johnson  County,  Wyo. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  do  so  prompt- 
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ly.  Persons  submitting  comments 
should  include  their  name  and  address 
and  send  them  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
951  Union  Boulevard,  Casper,  Wyo. 
82601. 

William  S.  Gilmer, 
Acting  Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20006  Piled  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

CALIFORNIA  STATE  OFFICE 
Mooting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  public 
meeting  will  be  held  in  Sacramento, 
Calif.,  on  Tuesday,  August  1,  1978,  to 
discuss  proposed  rule-  making  for 
management  of  off -road  vehicle  use  of 
public  lands  administered  by  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management.  The 
meeting  will  be  held  from  1:30  to  9 
p.m.  in  the  Yuba  Room  of  the  Sacra¬ 
mento  Community  Center,  14th  and  K 
Streets,  Sacramento. 

After  review  of  the  draft  regulations 
by  a  Bureau  official,  the  public  will  be 
invited  to  ask  questions  and  make 
comments.  Copies  of  the  proposed 
rulemaking  will  be  available  at  the 
meeting,  or  may  be  obtained  in  ad¬ 
vance  by  contacting  the  State  Director 
(C-912),  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
2800  Cottage  Way,  Sacramento,  Calif. 
95825. 

Dated:  July  14,  1978. 

Ed  Hastey, 
State  Director. 

[PR  Doc.  78-20129  Piled  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

[Colorado  029008-F] 

PIPELINE  APPLICATION  WESTERN  SLOPE  GAS 
CO. 

July  12, 1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leas¬ 
ing  Act  of  1920  (41  Stat.  449),  as 
amended  (30  U.S.C.  185),  Western 
Slope  Gas  Co.,  P.O.  Box  840,  Denver, 
Colo.  80201,  has  applied  for  a  right-of- 
way  for  a  414"  o.d.  gas  gathering  pipe¬ 
line  across  0.53  miles  of  the  public 
land  in  Garfield  County,  Colo,  de¬ 
scribed  as: 

T.  8  S.,  R.'  104  W.,  6th  P.M. 

Sec.  5. 

The  purpose  of  the  pipeline  is  to 
provide  a  hook-up  to  the  Palmer  5-3 
gas  well  in  the  Carbonera  Natural  Gas 
Field. 

The  purposes  of  this  notice  are:  To 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  will  be  proceeding 
with  the  preparation  of  environmental 
and  other  analyses  necessary  for  de¬ 


termining  whether  the  application 
should  be  approved  and,  if  so,  under 
what  terms  and  conditions;  to  allow  in¬ 
terested  parties  to  comment  on  the  ap¬ 
plication,  and  to  allow  any  persons  as¬ 
serting  a  claim  to  the  lands  or  having 
bona  fide  objections  to  the  proposed 
right-of-way  to  file  their  objections  in 
this  office.  Any  person  asserting  a 
claim  to  the  lands  or  having  bona  fide 
objections  must  include  evidence  that 
a  copy  thereof  has  been  served  on  the 
applicant. 

Any  comment,  claim,  or  objections 
must  be  filed  with  the  Leader,  Canon 
City-Grand  Junction  Adjudication 
Team,  Branch  of  Adjudication  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  Colorado  State 
Office,  Room  700,  Colorado  State 
Bank  Building,  1600  Broadway, 
Denver,  Colo.  80202,  as  promptly  as 
possible  after  publication  of  this 
notice. 

Rodney  A.  Roberts, 
Leader,  Canon  City-Grand  Junc¬ 
tion  Team  Branch  of  Adjudica¬ 
tion. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20130  Piled  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84]  . 

[NM  33770] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Notico  of  Application 

July  13, 1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leas¬ 
ing  Act  of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  November  16, 
1973  (87  Stat.  576),  Northwest  Pipeline 
Corp.  has  applied  for  a  cathodic  pro¬ 
tection  station  right-of-way  across  the 
following  land: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New 
Mexico 

T.  31  N.,  R.  6  W., 

Sec.  14,  NM-NW/i. 

This  cathodic  protection  station  will 
be  used  for  natural  gas  operations 
across  0.061  of  a  mile  of  public  land  in 
Rio  Arriba  County,  N.  Mex. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
•whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  promptly 
send  their  name  and  address  to  the 
District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  P.O.  Box  6770,  Albu¬ 
querque,  N.  Mex.  87107. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20131  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

[NM  33815] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Notice  of  Application 

July  14,  1978. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leas¬ 
ing  Act  of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as 
amended  by  the  Act  of  November  16, 
1973  (87  Stat.  576),  Gas  Co.  of  New 
Mexico  has  applied  for  one  4-inch 
pipeline  and  related  facilities  right-of- 
way  across  the  following  land: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New 
Mexico 

T.  18  S.,  R.  27  E.. 

Sec.  3,  Sl/2NE‘/4. 

This  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  0.081  of  a  mile  of  public  land  in 
Eddy  County,  N.  Mex. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  promptly 
send  their  name  and  address  to  the 
District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  P.O.  Box  1397,  Roswell, 
N.  Mex.  88201. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20132  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

[ES  12304  (Kentucky)] 

COAL  LEASE  OFFERING  BY  SEALED  BID  AND 
ORAL  AUCTION 

U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior, 

Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Eastern 
States  Office,  7981  Eastern  Avenue, 

Silver  Spring,  Md.  20910.  Notice  is 

hereby  given  that  certain  coal  re¬ 

sources  in  the  lands  hereinafter  de¬ 
scribed  in  McCreary  County,  Ky.,  are 
being  offered  for  lease  by  sealed  bid  of 
$24.67  per  acre  minimum,  followed  by 
oral  auction,  starting  at  the  level  of 
the  highest  sealed  bid  received,  to  the 
qualified  bidder  of  the  highest  cash 
amount  per  acre.  The  offer  is  being 
made  as  a  result  of  an  application  filed 
by  Ryan’s  Creek  Coal  Co.  The  sale  will 
be  held  at  2  p.m.,  August  4,  1978,  in 
the  Public  Room  on  the  4th  Floor  of 
the  Robin  Building,  7981  Eastern 
Avenue,  Silver  Spring,  Md.  At  that 
time  all  sealed  bids  will  be  opened  and 
read.  The  successful  high  bidder  will 
be  notified  in  writing  after  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Eastern  States,  has  made  his  de¬ 
termination.  No  bids  received  after  2 
p.m.,  August  4,  1978,  will  be  consid- 
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ered.  Sealed  bids  may  not  be  modified 
or  withdrawn  unless  such  modification 
or  withdrawal  is  received  before  the 
date,  time,  and  place  set  for  the  open¬ 
ing  of  such  bids-  The  Department  of 
the  Interior  reserves  the  right  to 
reject  any  and  all  bids,  and  also  the 
right  to  offer  the  lease  to  the  next 
highest  qualified  bidder  if  the  success¬ 
ful  bidder  fails  to  obtain  the  lease  for 
any  reason.  If  any  bid  is  rejected,  the 
deposit  made  on  the  day  of  the  sale 
will  be  returned.  Payment  of  the 
bonus  shall  be  on  a  deferred  basis, 
one-fifth  due  on  the  day  of  the  sale, 
and  the  balance  in  equal  annual  in¬ 
stallments  on  the  first  four  anniversa¬ 
ry  dates  of  the  lease.  The  successful 
bidder  is  obligated  to  pay  for  the  news¬ 
paper  publications  of  this  Notice. 

Qualified  bidder.  A  qualified  bidder 
must  meet  the  qualification  require¬ 
ments  in  43  CFR  3502. 

Warning  to  bidders.  In  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Coal  Leasing  Amend¬ 
ments  Act  of  1975,  it  will  be  necessary 
that  the  high  bidder,  as  a  prospective 
lessee,  disclose  the  nature  and  extent 
of  his  coal  holdings  to  the  Department 
of  Justice  before  issuance  of  the  lease. 
A  lease  will  not  be  issued  to  a  bidder 
who  holds  or  controls  more  than 
46,080  acres  of  Federal  coal  leases  in 
any  one  State  or  100,000  acres  of  Fed¬ 
eral  coal  leases  in  the  United  States. 

Coal  offered.  The  coal  resources  to 
be  offered  are  located  within  the 
Daniel  Boone  National  Forest,  in 
McCreary  County,  Ky.,  about  12  miles 
southeast  of  Pine  Knot,  Ky.  The  area 
consists  of  the  following  tract: 

Beginning  at  comer  17  of  Tract  1941-f 
and  common  to  Kentucky  and  Tennessee 
State  Line.  Thence  N  24°  00'  E,  1,300.20  feet 
to  comer  18.  Thence  N  57°  30'  W,  89.10  feet 
to  comer  19.  Thence  N  18°  45'  W,  95.70  feet 
to  Jellico  cropline. 

Thence  northeasterly,  approx.  1,450  feet, 
with  said  Jellico  seam  cropline,  to  a  stake  on 
a  line,  between  comers  36  and  37  of  same 
tract.  Thence  N  43°  00'  E,  521.00  feet  to 
comer  37.  Thence  N  15°  45'  E,  133.32  feet  to 
comer  38.  Thence  N  52°  45'  E,  117.48  feet  to 
comer  39.  Thence  N  34°  45'  E,  128.04  feet  to 
comer  40.  Thence  N  42°  45'  E,  130.68  feet  to 
comer  41.  Thence  N  61*  15'  E,  71.94  feet  to 
comer  42.  Thence  N  18°  45'  E,  132.66  feet  to 
comer  43.  Thence  N  23°  45'  W,  210.00  feet  to 
a  point  on  Jellico  seam  cropline. 

Thence  southeasterly  approximately  1,600 
feet  with  Jellico  coal  seam  cropline,  to  a 
stake  on  a  line  between  comers  12  and  13  of 
same  tract.  Thence  S  16°  30'  E,  186.00  feet  to 
comer  13  of  tract  1941-f.  Thence  S  05°  15' 
W,  753.72  feet  to  comer  14.  Thence  S  20°  30' 
E,  891.66  feet  to  corner  15  of  tract  1941-f. 
which  is  common  to  comer  1  of  tract  1888- 
w,  and  common  to  comer  1  of  tract  194 1-p. 
Thence  N  88'  15’  E,  1,232.22  feet  to  comer  2 
of  tract  1941-p.  Thence  N  05°  15'  W,  594.66 
feet  to  comer  3.  Thence  N  64°  45’  E,  70.62 
feet  to  comer  4. 

Thence  southeasterly  with  top  of  said  cliff 
and  the  meanders  there  of  965.58  feet  to 
comer  5.  Thence  N  83'  30'  E,  295.68  feet  to 
comer  6.  Thence  S  43°  45'  E,  200.64  feet  to 
comer  5  of  tract  3117. 


Thence  northeasterly  along  the  center  of 
ridge  on  mountain  and  its  meanders  thereof 
13  calls  as  follows.  (A)  N  52°  02'  E,  126.79 
feet  to  a  stake:  (B)  N  88°  16'  E.  220.70  feet  to 
a  stake;  (C)  N  47°  16'  E,  355.41  feet  to  a 
stake;  (D)  N  65'  46'  E,  173.05  feet  to  a  stake; 
(E)  N  64°  16’  E.  151.80  feet  to  a  stake;  (F)  N 
36°  16'  E.  89.03  feet  to  a  stake;  (O)  N  21*  16' 
E.  147.05  feet  to  a  stake;  (H)  N  15°  46  E. 
104.21  feet  to  a  stake;  (I)  N  24°  46  E,  133.71 
feet  to  a  stake;  (J)  N  30°  16'  E.  153.91  feet  to 
a  stake;  (K)  N  63°  16'  E,  54.86  feet  to  a  stake; 
(L)  N  42’  46'  E.  156.09  feet  to  a  stake;  (M)  N 
00°  14'  W,  144.80  feet  to  comer  6  of  said 
tract. 

Thence  N  30°  54'  W,  477.18  feet  to  comer 
7.  Thence  N  42°  09'  W,  51.55  feet  to  a  stake. 
Thence  N  50'  09'  W,  117.81  feet  to  a  stake  on 
said  Jellico  seam  cropline. 

•  Thence  easterly,  approx.  1,450  feet,  with 
said  Jellico  seam  cropline  to  a  stake.  Thence 
S  51°  50'  W,  220.00  feet  to  a  stake.  Thence  S 
23°  30'  W,  544.00  feet  to  a  stake.  Thence  S 
23°  00'  W.  2,021.00  feet  to  a  stake  on  the 
Kentucky  and  Tennessee  State  Line. 

Thence  with  said  Kentucky  and  Tennes¬ 
see  State  Line  approximately  8,000  feet  to 
the  beginning,  comer  17  of  tract  1941-f. 

Containing  318.88  acres  more  or  less. 

The  coal  resources  offered  are  limit¬ 
ed  to  the  Jellico  Seam.  The  Conserva¬ 
tion  Division,  Geological  Survey,  has 
reported  that  the  tract  contains 
742,975  tons  of  recoverable  coal.  The 
coal  resources  are  within  the 
undefined  Jellico  Creek  Known  Recov¬ 
erable  Coal  Resource  Area. 

Rental  and  royalty.  A  lease  issued  as 
a  result  of  this  offering  will  provide 
for  payment  of  an  annual  rental  of  $3 
per  acre  or  fraction  thereof  and  royal¬ 
ty  payable  to  the  United  States  at  the 
rate  of  8.51  percent  of  the  value  of 
coal  mined  by  deep  mining  methods. 
The  value  of  coal  shall  be  determined 
in  accordance  with  30  CFR  211.63.  The 
royalty,  bonus,  and  rental  together  re¬ 
flect  those  factors  considered  to  be  sig¬ 
nificant  in  determining  the  fair 
market  value  of  the  coal  resources  for 
this  special  sale.  For  this  specific  sale, 
the  0.51  percent  royalty  above  the  8 
percent  required  by  law  was  added  to 
reduce  the  bonus  bid.  The  8.51  percent 
royalty  represents,  except  for  rentals, 
the  estimated  fair  market  value  of  this 
tract. 

Public  comments.  The  public  is  invit¬ 
ed  to  submit  written  comments  to  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  on  fair 
market  value  and  the  above  royalty 
rates.  Public  comments  should  be  sent 
to  the  Director,  Eastern  States, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  at  the 
address  given  above,  to  arrive  no  later 
than  August  4,  1978. 

Notice  of  availability.  All  case  file 
documents  and  written  comments  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  public  on  fair  market 
value  or  royalty  rates,  except  those 
portions  identified  as  proprietary  by 
the  commenter,  and  meeting  exemp¬ 
tions  stated  in  the  Freedom  of  Infor¬ 
mation  Act,  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement,  at  the  address  given  above. 


Copies  of  the  detailed  statement  and 
proposed  coal  lease  are  also  available 
from  that  office. 

Claude  A.  Martin, 
Acting  Director,  Eastern  States. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20133  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84] 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
OUTER  CONTINENTAL  SHELF  OFFSHORE 

WESTERN  AND  CENTRAL  GULF  OF  MEXICO 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental  Statement 

Regarding  Proposed  Oil  and  Gat  Lease  Sale 

Ns.  51 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)(C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
has  prepared  a  final  environmental 
statement  relating  to  a  proposed 
Outer  Continental  Shelf  (OCS)  oil  and 
gas  lease  sale  of  148  tracts  consisting 
of  289,708  hectares  (715,889  acres)  of 
submerged  lands  on  the  OCS  offshore 
Western  and  Central  Gulf  of  Mexico 
(OCS  Sale  No.  51). 

Single  copies  of  the  final  environ¬ 
mental  statement  can  be  obtained 
from  the  Office  of  the  Manager,  New 
Orleans  Outer  Continental  Shelf 
Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Hale  Boggs  Federal  Building,  Suite 
841,  500  Camp  Street,  New  Orleans, 
La.  70130,  and  from  the  Office  of 
Public  Affairs,  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement  (130),  Washington,  D.C. 
20240. 

Copies  of  the  final  environmental 
statement  will  also  be  made  available 
for  inspection  in  the  following  librar¬ 
ies:  Austin  Public  Library,  401  West 
Ninth  Street,  Austin,  Tex.;  Houston 
Public  Library,  500  McKinney,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex.;  Rosenburg  Library,  2310 
Sealy,  Galveston,  Tex.;  Dallas  Public 
Library,  1954  Commerce  Street, 
Dallas,  Tex.;  Brazoria  County  Library, 
410  Brazoport  Boulevard,  Freeport, 
Tex.;  La  Ratama  Library,  505  Mes¬ 
quite  Street,  Corpus  Christi,  Tex.; 
Texas  Southmost  College  Library,  80 
Fort  Brown  Street,  Brownsville,  Tex.; 
New  Orleans  Public  Library,  219 
Loyola  Avenue,  New  Orleans,  La.;  Lou¬ 
isiana  State  Library,  Baton  Rouge, 
La.;  Lafayette  Public  Library,  301 
West  Congress  Street,  Lafayette,  La.; 
Calcasieu  Parish  Library  System, 
Downtown  Branch,  Lake  Charles,  La.; 
Harrison  County  Library,  21st  Avenue 
and  Beach,  Gulfport,  Miss.;  and 
Mobile  Public  Library,  701  Govern¬ 
ment  Street,  Mobile,  Ala. 

Frank  Gregg, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management. 

Approved: 

Larry  E.  Meierott., 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

[FR  Doc.  78-19988  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 
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[4310-10] 

Offic*  of  tho  Secretory 

PUBLIC  BRIEFING  ON  THE  NONFUEL  MINERALS 
POLICY  REVIEW 

At  President  Carter’s  direction,  a 
Cabinet-level  committee,  chaired  by 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  Cecil  D. 
Andrus,  has  been  formed  to  review 
problems  related  to  nonfuel  minerals 
and  materials  to  develop  appropriate 
policy  options  and  recommendations 
for  the  President’s  consideration. 

Interested  members  of  the  public  are 
invited  to  attend  a  briefing  on  the 
review  to  be  held  on  August  16,  1878, 
at  10  a.m.  in  the  auditorium  of  the 
Civil  Service  Commission,  19th  and  E 
Streets  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Policy 
Coordinating  Committee  staff  will  be 
present  to  answer  questions  and  to  de¬ 
scribe  the  purpose  and  objectives  of 
the  review,  its  organization  and  scope, 
the  minerals  and  problems  to  be  ana¬ 
lyzed,  and  opportunities  for  public 
participation. 

A  project  plan  has  been  prepared  for 
the  review  and  copies  will  be  available 
at  the  briefing.  Copies  may  also  be  ob¬ 
tained  by  writing  to  Bernice 
Steinhardt,  Department  of  the  Interi¬ 
or,  18th  and  C  Streets  NW.,  Room 
6647,  Washington,  D.C.  20240.  Those 
interested  in  receiving  future  an¬ 
nouncements  or  further  information 
should  also  notify  Ms.  Steinhardt. 

Dated:  July  14,  1978. 

Joan  M.  Davenport, 
Assistant  Secretary— Energy  and 
Minerals,  Department  of  the 
Interior. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20007  Filed  7-19-78:  8:45  am] 


[7020-02] 

UNITED  STATES  INTERNATIONAL 
TRADE  COMMISSION 

[Investigation  No.  337-TA-52] 

CERTAIN  APPARATUS  FOR  THE  CONTINUOUS 
PRODUCTION  OF  COPPER  ROD 

Order 

Pursuant  to  my  authority  as  Chief 
Administration  Law  Judge  of  this 
Commission,  I  hereby  designate  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  Janet  D. 
Saxon  as  Presiding  Officer  in  this  in¬ 
vestigation. 

The  Secretary  shall  serve  a  copy  of 
this  order  upon  all  parties  of  record 
and  shall  publish  it  in  the  Federal 
Register. 


Issued  July  17, 1978. 

Donald  K.  Duvall, 
Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 
[FR  Doc.  78-20190  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[7510-01] 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

[Notice  78-32] 

SPACE  SYSTEMS  AND  TECHNOLOGY  ADVISO¬ 
RY  COMMITTEE,  NASA  ADVISORY  COUNCIL 

(NAC) 

Meeting 

The  Ad  Hoc  Subcommittee  on  Mate¬ 
rials  Processing  in  Space  of  the  NAC 
Space  Systems  and  Technology  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee  will  meet  on  August  4, 
1978,  in  Room  226B,  NASA  Headquar¬ 
ters,  600  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  The  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public  up  to  the  seating 
capacity  of  the  room  (about  12  persons 
including  Subcommittee  members  and 
participants). 

The  Subcommittee  was  established 
to  advise  the  NASA  Materials  Process¬ 
ing  in  Space  program  regarding  revi¬ 
sion  of  its  long  range  plans  and  to 
make  recommendations  for  the  imple¬ 
mentation  of  these  plans.  The  Chair¬ 
man  is  Dr.  Martin  Glicksman,  and 
there  are  five  members  of  the  Subcom¬ 
mittee. 

For  further  information  contact  Dr. 
James  H.  Bredt,  Executive  Secretary 
of  the  Ad  Hoc  Subcommittee  on  Mate¬ 
rials  Processing  in  Space  of  the  NAC 
Space  Systems  and  Technology  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee,  Code  EM-7,  NASA 
Headquarters,  Washington,  D.C. 
20546,  202-755-3848. 

Agenda 
AUGUST  4,  1978 

9  a.m.— Introductory  remarks. 

10  a.m.— Presentation  of  Revised  5  Year 
Plan  for  the  NASA  Materials  Processing 
in  Space  Program. 

1  p.m.— Committee  discussion  and  formula¬ 
tion  of  recommendations. 

3  p.m.— Adjourn. 

Arnold  W.  Frutkin, 
Acting  Associate  Administrator 
for  External  Relations. 

July  17,  1978. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20172  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[6820-49] 

NATIONAL  COMMISSION  ON  THE 
INTERNATIONAL  YEAR  OF  THE  CHILD 

THREE-DAY  MEETING 

In  accordance  with  section  10(a)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(5  U.S.C.  app.  I),  announcement  is 


made  of  the  following  National  Com¬ 
mission  meetings  scheduled  to  assem¬ 
ble  on  August  3,  4,  and  5, 1978. 

National  Commission  on  the 
International  Year  of  the  Child 

August  3,  1978—9:30  a.m.  to  12  noon;  2  p.m. 
to  5  p.m. 

August  4,  1978—9  a.m.  to  12  noon;  2  p.m.  to 
5  p.m. 

August  5,  1978—9  a.m.  to  12  noon. 

New  Executive  Office  Building  (room 
2010),  726  Jackson  Place  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20506. 

Open  Meeting 

Contact:  Benedict  J.  Latteri,  Administra¬ 
tive  Officer,  National  Commission  on  the 
International  Year  of  the  Child,  room  6001, 
726  Jackson  Place  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20506. 

Purpose:  The  National  Commission 
serves  as  the  focal  point  for  the  obser¬ 
vance  of  all  International  Year  of  the 
Child  activities  in  the  country,  and  for 
all  U.S.  cooperation  on  International 
Year  of  the  Child  observances  with 
other  countries.  It  will  provide  a 
forum  for  examining  the  fundamental 
needs  of  children;  it  will  create  a 
better  understanding  of  the  needs  of 
children,  both  in  the  United  States 
and  abroad;  it  will  encourage  and/or 
coordinate  Federal,  State,  and  local 
programs  to  meet  these  needs;  and  it 
will  write  a  report  to  the  President  on 
its  activities  and  findings,  including 
recommendations  of  future  actions  re¬ 
lating  to  the  well-being  of  children. 

The  Commission  will  assess  and 
identify  programs  which  could  be  en¬ 
dorsed  or  replicated  nationally;  receive 
and  disseminate  information,  ideas, 
and  proposals  for  improving  the  well¬ 
being  of  the  Nation’s  children;  encour¬ 
age  local  citizen  support  for  meeting 
the  basic  human  needs  of  children; 
such  as  health,  nutrition,  legal  rights, 
education  and  physical  development; 
and  foster  the  creation  of  new  pro¬ 
grams  and  the  improvement  of  exist¬ 
ing  programs  directed  at  permanently 
improving  the  status  of  children. 

Agenda:  The  Commissioners  will  ad¬ 
dress  organizational  and  operational 
procedures,  as  well  as  discuss  issues  re¬ 
lated  to  the  aforementioned  needs  and 
rights  of  children.  In  addition,  the 
Commissioners  will  be  briefed  by  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  U.S.  Committee  for 
UNICEF  on  International  Year  of  the 
Child  activities. 

Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  space  available. 

Dated:  July  14, 1978. 

Benedict  J.  Latteri, 
Administrative  Officer,  National 
Commission  on  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Year  of  the  Child. 

•  [FR  Doc.  78-20134  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 
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[7536-01] 

NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE 
ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES 

OPERA  SECTION  OF  THE  MUSIC  PANEL 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  "section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 
L.  92-463),  as  amended,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  a  meeting  of  the 
opera  section  of  the  music  panel  will 
occur  on  August  6,  7,  8,  and  9,  1978,  in 
Glens  Falls,  N.Y.;  on  August  6,  1978, 
the  meeting  will  begin  at  10  a.m.,  and 
will  adjourn  at  5:30  p.m.  On  August  7, 
1978,  the  meeting  will  convene  at  9:30 
a.m.  and  will  adjourn  at  5:30  p.m.  On 
August  8,  1978,  the  meeting  will  con¬ 
vene  at  9:30  a.m.,  and  adjourn  at  5:30 
p.m.  On  August  9,  1978,  the  meeting 
will  convene  at  9:30  a.m.,  and  convene 
at  5:30  p.m.  The  meeting  will  be  held 
at  the  Queensbury  Hotel,  Great  Falls, 
N.Y.  A  portion  of  this  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public  on  August  6,  1978 
from  10  a.m.-5:30  p.m.  and  on  August 
9,  1978  from  9:30  a.m.-ll:30  a.m.  The 
discussions  will  focus  on  policy  mat¬ 
ters. 

The  remaining  sessions  of  this  meet¬ 
ing  on  August  7,  1978,  from  11:30  a.m.- 
5:30  p.m.,  August  8,  1978,  from  9:30 
a.m.-5:30  p.m.,  and  on  August  9,  1978, 
from  9:30  a.m.-5:30  p.m.  are  for  the 
purpose  of  panel  review,  discussion, 
evaluation,  and  recommendation  on 
applications  for  financial  assistance 
under  the  National  Foundation  on  the 
Arts  and  the  Humanities  Act  of  1965, 
as  amended,  including  discussion  of  in¬ 
formation  given  in  confidence  to  the 
agency  by  grant  applicants.  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  determination  of  the 
Chairman  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  March  17,  1977,  these  ses¬ 
sions  will  be  closed  to  the  public  pur¬ 
suant  to  subsections  (c)(4),  (6)  and  9(b) 
of  section  552b  of  title  5,  United  States 
Code. 

Further  information  with  reference 
to  this  meeting  can  be  obtained  from 
Mr.  John  H.  Clark,  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  Management  Officer,  National  En¬ 
dowment  for  the  Arts,  Washington, 
D.C.  20506,  or  call  202-634-6070. 

Dated:  July  12,  1978. 

John  H.  Clark, 

Director,  Office  of  Council  and 
Panel  Operations,  National 
Endowment  for  the  Arts. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20135  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[7590-01] 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  50-471] 

BOSTON  EDISON  CO.,  ET  AL.  (PILGRIM  NUCLE¬ 
AR  GENERATING  STATION,  UNIT  2) 

Reconstitution  of  Board 

Frederic  J.  Coufal,  Esq.,  was  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licens¬ 
ing  Board  for  the  above  proceeding. 
Because  he  is  transferring  to  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Communications  Commission, 
where  he  will  serve  as  an  administra¬ 
tive  law  judge,  Mr.  Coufal  is  unable  to 
continue  his  service  on  this  Board. 

Accordingly,  Edward  Luton,  Esq., 
whose  address  is  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Board  Panel,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  is  appointed  Chairman  of 
this  Board.  Reconstitution  of  the 
Board  in  this  manner  is  in  accordance 
with  §  2.721  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice,  as  amended. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  17th 
day  of  July  1978. 

James  R.  Yore, 
Chairman,  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  Panel. 

[FR  Doc.78-20062  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[7590-01] 

[Docket  Nos.  50-452,  50-453] 

DETROIT  EDISON  CO., 

(GREENWOOD  ENERGY  CENTER,  UNITS  2  and 

3) 

Order  Scheduling  a  Prehearing  Conference 

On  May  1,  1978,  the  Board  admitted 
Citizens  for  Employment  and  Energy 
(CEE)  as  a  party  to  this  proceeding  by 
accepting  contention  21(b).  On  May 
11,  1978,  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Appeal  Board  affirmed.  The 
Board  and  CEE  have  not  received  the 
position  of  Applicant  and  Staff  on 
other  contentions.  Applicant  and  Staff 
are  requested  to  lespond  to  the  other 
contentions  not  later  than  September 
5,  1978.  The  contentions  are  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  seriatim. 

Take  notice, a  prehearing  conference 
will  commence  at  9:30  a.m.  (local  time) 
on  September  19,  1978,  in  room  109, 
U.S.  District  Court  and  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  526  .Water  Street,  Port  Huron, 
Mich.  The  prehearing  conference  will 
be  continued  each  day  to  conclusion. 

The  public  is  invited  to  attend.  No 
limited  appearance  statements  will  be 
invited  at  this  prehearing  conference 
but  will  be  called  for  at  a  later  date. 

CEE’s  motions  of  April  13,  1978,  will 
be  the  subject  of  a  separate  order  by 
the  Board. 

It  is  so  ordered. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  13th 
day  of  July  1978. 

For  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board. 

Elizabeth  S.  Bowers, 
Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.  78-  20063  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 

[7590-01] 

[Docket  Nos.  STN  50-488,  STN  50-489,  STN 
50-490] 

DUKE  POWER  CO.  (PERKINS  NUCLEAR 
STATION,  UNITS  1,  2  and  3) 

Reconstitution  of  Board 

Frederic  J.  Coufal,  Esq.,  was  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licens¬ 
ing  Board  for  the  above  proceeding. 
Because  he  is  transferring  to  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Communications  Commission, 
where  he  will  serve  as  an  administra¬ 
tive  law  judge,  Mr.  Coufal  is  unable  to 
continue  his  service  on  this  Board. 

Accordingly,  Elizabeth  S.  Bowers, 
Esq.,  whose  address  is  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Board  Panel,  U.S.  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20555,  is  appointed  Chair¬ 
man  of  this  Board.  Reconstitution  of 
the  Board  in  this  manner  is  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  §  2.721  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice,  as  amended. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  17th 
day  of  July  1978. 

James  R.  Yore, 
Chairman,  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  Panel. 
[FR  Doc.  78-20064  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[7590-01] 

[Docket  No.  STN  50-437] 

OFFSHORE  POWER  SYSTEMS  (MANUFACTUR¬ 
ING  LICENSE  FOR  FLOATING  NUCLEAR 
POWER  PLANTS) 

Order  Regarding  Conference 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  2.718,  a  confer¬ 
ence  (in  the  nature  of  a  pre-hearing 
conference)  will  be  held  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  location  at  9:30  a.m.  on  July  27, 
1978: 

NRC  Public  Hearing  Room,  5th  floor,  East- 
West  Towers  Building,  4350  East-West 
Highway,  Bethesda.  Md.  20014. 

At  said  conference  the  Board  will 
hear  discussion  and  comments  by  the 
parties  as  to  the  procedures  to  be  fol¬ 
lowed  in  order  to  expedite  the  closing 
of  the  record  in  this  case.  The  matters 
to  be  discussed  are  set  forth  with  par¬ 
ticularity  in  the  transcript  of  July  13, 
1978. 

By  no  later  than  July  21,  1978,  the 
parties  shall  provide  to  the  Board  and 
to  one  another,  their  written  sugges¬ 
tions  and  comments  toward  this  end. 

It  is  so  ordered. 
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Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  13th 
day  of  July  1978. 

For  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board. 

Sheldon  J.  Wolfe,  Esq., 
Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20066  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[759-01] 

[Docket  No.  50-321] 

GEORGIA  POWER  CO.,  OGLETHORPE  ELECTRIC 

MEMBERSHIP  CORP.,  MUNICIPAL  ELECTIRC 

ASSOCIATION  OF  GEORGIA,  CITY  OF 

DALTON,  GA. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility  Operating 
License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
amendment  No.  57  to  Facility  Operat¬ 
ing  License  No.  DPR-57  issued  to 
Georgia  Power  Co.,  Oglethorpe  Elec¬ 
tric  Membership  Corp.,  Municipal 
Electric  Association  of  Georgia  and 
City  of  Dalton,  Ga.,  which  revised 
technical  specifications  for  operation 
of  the  Edwin  I.  Hatch  Nuclear  Plant, 
Unit  No.  1,  located  in  Appling  County, 
Ga.  The  amendment  is  effective  as  of 
its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  consists  of  changes 
to  the  technical  specifications  which 
will  delete  the  requirement  for  aerial 
patrols  along  the  rights-of-way  of  five 
of  the  six  transmission  lines  specified 
in  the  environmental  technical  specifi¬ 
cations. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations. 
The  Commission  has  made  appropri¬ 
ate  findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and 
the  Commission’s  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  in  10  CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are 
set  forth  in  the  license  amendment. 
Prior  public  notice  of  this  amendment 
was  not  required  since  the  amendment 
does  not  involve  a  significant  hazards 
consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined 
that  the  issuance  of  this  amendment 
will  not  result  in  any  significant  envi¬ 
ronmental  impact  and  that  pursuant 
to  10  CFR  51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental 
impact  statement  or  negative  declara¬ 
tion  and  environmental  impact  ap¬ 
praisal  need  not  be  prepared  in  con¬ 
nection  with  issuance  of  this  amend¬ 
ment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to 
this  action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  November  30,  1976, 
(2)  amendment  No.  57  to  License  No. 
DPR-57,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s 
letter  to  the  licensee  dated  July  13, 
1978.  All  of  these  items  are  availavble 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  public  document  room,  1717  H 


Street  NW.t  Washington,  D.C.  and  at 
the  Appling  County  Public  Library, 
Parker  Street,  Baxley,  Ga.  31513.  A 
copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  13th 
day  of  July  1978. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 

Thomas  A.  Ippolito, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  3,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20065  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 

[759-01] 

[Docket  Nos.  STN  50-580  and  STN  50-581] 

OHIO  EDISON  CO.,  ET  AL. 

Availability  of  Safety  Evaluation  Report  for 
Erie  Nuclear  Plant,  Units  1  and  2 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation 
has  published  its  Safety  Evaluation 
Report  on  the  Erie  Nuclear  Plant, 
Units  1  and  2,  to  be  located  in  Erie 
County,  Ohio.  Notice  of  receipt  of  the 
application  by  Ohio  Edison  Co.,  the 
Cleveland  Electric  Illuminating  Co., 
Duquesne  Light  Co.,  Pennsylvania 
Power  Co.,  and  the  Toledo  Edison  Co. 
to  construct  and  operate  the  Erie  Nu¬ 
clear  Plant,  Units  1  and  2  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  8,  1976  (41  FR  9939). 

This  application  was  submitted  and 
accepted  for  review  under  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  standardization  policy,  pur¬ 
suant  to  10  CFR  Part  50,  Appendix  0. 
This  application  incorporates  by  refer¬ 
ence  the  Babcock  &  Wilcox  Co.'s  stan¬ 
dardized  application,  BSAR-205 
(Docket  No.  STN  50-561). 

The  report  is  being  referred  to  the 
Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safe¬ 
guards  and  is  being  made  available  at 
the  Commission’s  public  document 
room,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  at  the  Berlin  Township 
Public  Library,  4  East  Main  Street, 
Berlin  Heights,  Ohio  44814  for  inspec¬ 
tion  and  copying.  The  report  (Doc.  No. 
NuREG-0423)  can  also  be  purchased, 
at  current  rates,  from  the  National 
Technical  Information  Service,  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  5285  Port 
Royal  Road,  Springfield,  Va.  22161. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  12th 
day  of  July  1978. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 

Robert  L.  Baer, 

Chief,  Light  Water  Reactors 
Branch  No.  2,  Division  of  Proj¬ 
ect  Management. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20067  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[7590-01] 

[Docket  Nos.  50-500  and  50-501] 

TOLEDO  EDISON  CO.,  ET  AL. 

Availability  af  Safety  Evaluation  Report  for 

Davii-Beise  Nuclear  Power  Station,  Unit*  2 
and  3 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation 
has  published  its  Safety  Evaluation 
Report  on  the  proposed  construction 
of  the  Davis-Besse  Nuclear  Power  Sta¬ 
tion,  Units  2  and  3,  to  be  located  in 
Ottawa  County,  Ohio.  Notice  of  re¬ 
ceipt  of  the  application  by  The  Toledo 
Edison  Co.^The  Cleveland  Electric  Il¬ 
luminating  Co.,  Duquesne  Light  Co., 
Ohio  Edison  Co.,  and  Pennsylvania 
Power  Co.  to  construct  and  operate 
the  Davis-Besse  Nuclear  Power  Sta¬ 
tion,  Units  2  and  3  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  September  5, 
1974  (39  FR  32175). 

The  report  is  being  referred  to  the 
Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safe¬ 
guards  and  is  being  made  available  at 
the  Commission’s  public  document 
room,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  at  the  Ida  Rupp  Public  Li¬ 
brary,  310  Madison  Street,  Port  Clin¬ 
ton,  Ohio,  for  inspection  and  copying. 
The  report  (Doc.  No.  Nureg-0421)  can 
also  be  purchased,  at  current  rates, 
from  the  National  Technical  Informa¬ 
tion  service.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  5285  Port  Royal  road.  Spring- 
field,  Va.  22161 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  13th 
day  of  July  1978. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 

Robert  L.  Baer, 

Chief,  Light  Water  Reactors 
Branch  No.  2,  Division  of  Proj¬ 
ect  Management 

[FR  Doc.  78-20068  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-58] 

NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

[N-AR  78-29] 

ACCIDENT  REPORT;  SAFETY 
RECOMMENDATIONS  AND  RESPONSES 

Railroad  Accident  Report 

Collision  of  a  Louisiana  &  Arkansas 
Railway  Freight  Train  and  a  L.  V. 
Rhymes  Tractor-Semitrailer  at 
Goldonna,  Louisiana,  December  28, 
1977.— The  National  Transportation 
Safety  Board  has  recently  released  its 
official  report  of  the  investigation  into 
this  accident.  The  report,  No.  NTSB- 
RHR-78-1,  indicates  that  the  truck, 
loaded  with  some  28  tons  of  logs,  col¬ 
lided  with  the  train  after  entering  a 
grade  crossihg  without  stopping. 
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The  first  22  cars  of  the  79-car  train 
derailed,  and  fire  engulfed  the  derail¬ 
ment  scene  when  a  jumbo  tank  car 
was  punctured  on  both  ends  and  its 
liquefied  petroleum  gas  (LPG)  cargo 
ignited.  Two  train  crewmembers  were 
killed;  the  truckdriver,  a  train 
crewmember,  and  eight  bystanders 
were  injured.  Total  damage  was  esti¬ 
mated  to  be  $1,256,000.  About  900  per¬ 
sons  were  evacuated  from  the 
Goldonna  area. 

The  Safety  Board  determined  that 
the  probable  cause  of  the  accident  was 
the  excessive  speed  of  the  train,  the 
failure  of  the  truckdriver  to  approach 
the  railroad  at  a  speed  which  would 
allow  him  to  stop  short  of  the  ap¬ 
proaching  train,  and  the  obstructions 
which  reduced  the  truckdriver’s  field 
of  vision.  Contributing  to  the  cause  of 
the  fatalities  to  train  crewmembers 
were  the  ignition  of  LPG  which  es¬ 
caped  from  head  punctures  to  a 
112A340W  tank  car,  deformation  of 
the  locomotive  operating  compart¬ 
ment,  and  location  of  the  LPG  tank 
car  near  the  locomotive  in  violation  of 
Federal  regulations. 

As  a  result  of  its  investigation  into 
this  accident,  the  Board  on  June  28 
issued  two  railroad  safety  recommen¬ 
dations,  Nos.  R-78-26  and  27,  to  the 
Federal  Railroad  Administration;  see 
43  FR  29195,  July  6,  1978.  Another 
railroad  safety  recommendation.  No. 
R-78-25,  was  issued  to  the  Louisiana  & 
Arkansas  Railway  Company;  and  two 
highway  safety  recommendations, 
Nos.  H-78-46  and  47,  were  issued  to 
the  State  of  Louisiana  Department  of 
Transportation  and  Development;  see 
43  FR  30150,  July  13,  1978. 

Railroad  Safety  Recommendation 

Of  the  many  persons  who  walk 
across  or  along  the  Nation’s  railroad 
tracks  each  year,  nearly  500  are  hit 
and  killed  by  trains  annually.  The 
Safety  Board  has  undertaken  a  study 
of  these  railroad  pedestrian  accidents 
in  order  to  recommend  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  countermeasures  directed  at 
reducing  such  fatalities.  The  study 
was  based  on  data  from  269  accident 
investigations  conducted  by  the  Board 
from  March  1,  1976,  to  October  30, 
1977.  The  accidents  included  280  fa¬ 
talities;  known  suicides  were  excluded 
from  the  data. 

The  data  have  been  developed  into  a 
profile  consisting  of  11  elements  ex¬ 
tracted  from  41  data  elements.  The  11 
elements  selected  relate  to  the  victim, 
the  day  of  the  week  having  the  high¬ 
est  incidence,  the  visibility,  and  perti¬ 
nent  facts  associated  with  the  accident 
site.  Based  on  the  280  fatalties,  the 
following  composite  profile  of  fatal 
trespasser  accidents  was  developed: 

1.  Accidents  were  most  frequent  on  Satur¬ 
day. 

2.  The  victim  was  a  male. 


3.  He  was  over  15  years  of  age. 

4.  The  victim  had  been  drinking  heavily. 

5.  The  victim  was  not  a  transient. 

6.  The  weather  was  clear  and  visibility  was 
good. 

7.  The  track  was  straight. 

8.  The  surface  was  flat. 

9.  The  accident  site  was  on  a  main  line 
with  multiple  tracks. 

10.  The  accident  site  was  in  a  “built  up” 
area. 

11.  The  number  of  trains  per  day  was  high. 

A  recommendation  letter  detailing 
results  of  the  pedestrian  fatality  study 
was  forwarded  by  the  Safety  Board  to 
the  Federal  Railroad  Administration 
on  July  10.  A  statistical  analysis  is  pro¬ 
vided  for  each  of  the  11  elements 
listed  above. 

The  Safety  Board  notes  that  82 
percent  of  the  accidents  were  in 
unfenced  areas.  Only  40  of  257  acci¬ 
dents  occurred  where  the  right-of-way 
was  fenced;  in  the  other  217  cases, 
there  was  no  fencing.  The  relationship 
of  the  casualty  to  a  warning  was 
known  in  195  of  the  280  cases,  or  70 
percent.  The  casualty  was  incurred  73 
percent  of  the  time  after  a  warning 
had  been  issued  (143  of  195  cases).  Of 
the  known  warnings,  91  percent,  or 
136  of  149,  came  from  the  horn  of  the 
train  itself.  In  27  percent  of  the  cases, 
or  52  of  195,  there  was  no  warning  to 
the  victim  presumably  because  the  lo¬ 
comotive  engineer  did  not  see  him  be¬ 
tween  the  tracks,  the  victim  walked 
into  the  side  of  the  train,  he  went  be¬ 
tween  the  wheels,  or  the  engineer  did 
not  have  enough  time  to  warn  him. 

The  Board  found  that  trespasser  fa¬ 
talities  are  about  50  percent  higher  on 
Saturday  than  other  days.  Whether 
this  is  alcohol-related  or  whether 
there  is  a  greater  pedestrian  traffic  on 
Saturday  is  not  known;  in  either  case, 
the  Board  believes  that  Saturday 
would  be  the  day  on  which  special  sur¬ 
veillance  or  enforcement  might  im¬ 
prove  safety. 

Additionally,  the  Board  note  that  in 
a  high  percentage  of  cases,  the  weath¬ 
er  was  clear,  the  track  was  straight 
and  level,  and  the  train  engineer  was 
sounding  his  horn.  It  is  impossible  to 
determine  why  under  these  conditions 
the  victim  did  not  perceive  the  ap¬ 
proaching  train,  especially  those  who 
had  not  been  drinking. 

In  most  cases,  trespassers  were  killed 
on  main  lines  where  there  were  two  or 
more  main  tracks  and  a  high  density 
of  train  traffic  in  built-up  areas.  These 
statistics  establish  the  fact  that  acci¬ 
dents  are  not  evenly  distributed  along 
the  right-of-way,  but  happen  in  areas 
of  concentrated  population  where 
buildings  are  close  to  tracks  or  activi¬ 
ties  of  interest  are  separated  by  the 
track. 

The  Board  concludes  that  since  82 
percent  of  the  accidents  were  in 
unfenced  areas,  selective  fencing 
might  be  an  effective  method  of  reduc¬ 


ing  fatalities.  These  data,  combined 
with  the  data  on  accident  sites,  sug¬ 
gest  that  the  most  effective  location  of 
fences  would  be  in  built-up  areas 
through  which  two  or  more  main  lines 
pass.  In  addition,  other  factors,  such 
as  ground  topography,  pedestrian  traf¬ 
fic  flows,  and  past  accident  frequen¬ 
cies,  need  to  be  considered  as  part  of 
the  criteria  for  selecting  fencing  sites. 
Accordingly,  the  Safety  Board  recom¬ 
mends  that  FRA— 

Develop  criteria  for  the  selection  of  fence 
sites.  In  addition  to  the  number  of  tracks, 
the  frequency  of  trains  on  the  tracks,  and 
built-up  areas  nearby,  these  criteria  should 
consider  such  items  as  the  direction  and 
purpose  of  pedestrian  traffic  movement  and 
the  topography  of  the  site.  (R-78-42)  (Class 
II,  Priority  Action.) 

Responses  to  Safety 
Recommendations 

Aviation 

A-78-18  through  20.— Letter  of  June 
19  from  the  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  is  in  response  to  recommenda¬ 
tions  issued  following  Board  investiga¬ 
tion  into  the  crash  last  November  26 
of  a  Piper  single-engine  aircraft  10 
nautical  miles  southwest  of  Indepen¬ 
dence,  California.  The  pilot  and  three 
passengers  were  killed.  The  crash  site 
was  in  a  box  canyon  where  three  other 
fatal  accidents  had  occurred  within 
the  previous  18  months. 

In  response  to  A-78-18,  which  rec¬ 
ommended  that  FAA  depict  the  exact 
location  of  the  Center  Basin  Canyon 
on  the  appropriate  sectional  chart  and 
label  it  in  a  manner  that  conveys  its 
hazardous  nature,  FAA  states  that  an 
appropriate  caution  note  will  be  added 
to  the  canyon  on  the  San  Francisco 
Sectional  Chart  indicating  dangerous 
terrain. 

FAA  does  not  concur  in  recommen¬ 
dation  A-78-19,  which  asked  that  al¬ 
ternative  mountain  pass  routes  north 
and  south  of  the  Kings  River  Route  be 
depicted  on  the  appropriate  sectional 
chart.  FAA  reports  that  it  has  recently 
revised  all  visual  charts  by  changing 
the  previous  Maximum  Terrain  Eleva¬ 
tion  Figure  (MTEF)  to  a  Maximum 
Elevation  Figure  (MEF).  FAA  thinks 
that  pilots  should  be  prepared  to  fly 
above  this  figure  to  assure  clearance 
of  all  obstacles  and  terrain,  and  that 
any  flight  below  MEF  should  be  care¬ 
fully  planned  and  executed.  On  May 
18  a  special  notice  was  put  in  the  Air¬ 
man’s  Information  Manual,  recom¬ 
mending  avoidance  of  the  East/West 
mountain  pass/route  between  Fresno 
and  Independence,  California,  because 
of  extremely  hazardous  terrain  in 
proximity  to  this  route.  Also,  a  propos¬ 
al  to  remove  all  mountain  pass  routes 
shown  on  visual  navigation  charts  has 
been  submitted  to  the  aviation  com¬ 
munity.  FAA  plans  to  implement  re¬ 
moval  of  such  routes  beginning  in  No- 
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vember  1978  with  completion  by  April 
1979. 

In  answer  to  A-78-20,  asking  that  all 
applicable  sectional  charts  depict  the 
altitude  of  mountain  passes  in  a 
manner  that  avoids  confusion  with  the 
critical  elevation  information.  FAA 
states  that  sectional  charts  will  be  re¬ 
viewed  to  determine  the  clarity  of  de¬ 
piction  of  elevation  of  mountain 
passes.  Where  data  are  not  readily 
identified  to  such  passes,  charts  will  be 
revised  at  the  normal  time  of  chart 
update  FAA  states. 

FAA  does  not  feel  that  flight 
through  canyons  or  mountain  passes 
provides  an  adequate  degree  of  safe¬ 
guard,  and  any  decision  to  conduct 
flights  in  this  manner  should  be  at  the 
pilot’s  discretion. 

A- 78- 21  and  22.—  Board  investigation 
of  two  recent  aircraft  accidents— one 
involving  a  United  Airlines  cargoliner 
near  Kaysville,  Utah,  the  other  involv¬ 
ing  a  Continental  Air  Lines  DC-10  at 
Los  Angeles,  International  Airport- 
revealed  that  the  cockpit  voice  record¬ 
ers  (CVR)  had  been  inoperative  before 
and  during  the  accident  sequences. 
FAA’s  letter  of  June  19  is  in  response 
to  recommendations  issued  folowing 
investigation  of  these  accidents. 

Referring  to  A-78-21,  which  asked 
FAA  to  review  the  adequacy  of  current 
CVR  preflight  testing  procedures  to 
assure  satisfactory  system  operation, 
FAA  reports  issuance  of  Notice 

8320.222  last  January  11.  This  notice 
directed  all  principal  operations  and 
avionics  inspectors  to  conduct  an  im¬ 
mediate  review  of  their  assigned  oper¬ 
ators  CVR  test  procedures  both  in  the 
cockpit  and  in  the  maintenance  pro¬ 
grams.  Subsequent  to  the  issuance  of 
General  Information  Letter  No.  586, 
by  Sundstrand  Data  Control,  Inc., 
which  confirmed  that  their  prescribed 
self-test  procedures  now  in  use  may 
not  assure  that  the  equipment  is  fully 
operational,  FAA  issued  Notice 

8320.223  on  March  2.  This  notice  di¬ 
rected  principal  inspectors  to 
reevaluate  their  assigned  operators 
CVR  testing  procedures  to  assure  that 
the  procedures  are  satisfactory.  FAA 
reports  that  Sundstrand  has  issued 
service  bulletins  containing  new  proce¬ 
dures  and  circuitry  for  CVR  preflight 
testing  which  will  assure  a  satisfactory 
test.  These  service  bulletins  are  being 
implemented  by  the  operators,  FAA 
stated. 

With  reference  to  A-78-22,  which 
asked  FAA  to  review  the  reliability  of 
CVR  units  to  assure  that  the  mean 
time  between  failure  is  not  excessive, 
FAA  refers  to  its  Cockpit  Voice  Re¬ 
corder  Improvement  Program,  initiat¬ 
ed  in  July  1977.  The  purpose  of  this 
program,  completed  with  industry  co¬ 
operation  in  December  1977,  was  to 
identify  overall  CVR  deficiencies  by 
sampling  in-service  recorders  and  ex¬ 


amining  the  maintenance  programs  to 
determine  the  total  present  CVR  con¬ 
dition  and  projected  performance  ca¬ 
pability. 

FAA  states  that  analysis  of  CVR 
performance  of  64  operators  revealed 
that  mean  time  between  failure  was 
1,956  hours.  FAA  considers  this  ac¬ 
ceptable;  however,  FAA  principal  in¬ 
spectors  were  directed  to  request  oper¬ 
ators  to  consider  reinforcing  CVR 
checks  with  cockpit  listening  during 
preflight  checks  or  frequent  scheduled 
maintenance  inspections  of  the  CVR. 
FAA  inspectors  were  also  directed  to 
stress  the  need  for  operators  to  follow 
the  CVR  manufacturers’  procedures 
and  maintenance  schedules,  and  to 
insure  that  operators  are  aware  that 
while  most  aircraft  maintenance  is 
programed  on  aircraft  flight  hours, 
CVR  maintenance  generally  is  pre¬ 
scribed  in  operating  hours. 

A-78-33.—  FAA  letter  of  June  26  is  in 
response  to  the  recommendation 
issued  as  a  result  of  investigation  into 
the  accident  last  August  25  at  Clovis 
(New  Mexico)  Municipal  Airport,  in¬ 
volving  a  Cessna  402  whose  left  main 
landing  gear  retracted  as  the  aircraft 
turned  off  the  runway  onto  a  taxiway. 
Examination  of  the  aircraft  revealed 
that  the  left  wing  center  rib,  P/N 
0822175-61,  had  cracked  and  broken 
out  where  the  left  main  gear  support, 
P/N  0822180-5,  attaches.  A  review  of 
the  Board’s  general  aviation  accident 
briefs  for  1972  through  1976  revealed 
two  similar  accidents  caused  by  crack 
wing  center  rib  sections. 

The  recommendation  asked  FAA  to 
issue  an  airworthiness  directive 
making  the  provisions  of  Cessna  Serv¬ 
ice  Letter  ME  76-2  mandatory  for  300/ 
400  Series  aircraft.  FAA  reports  re¬ 
viewing  the  service  history  and  speci¬ 
fied  inspection  procedures  of  the 
Cessna  300  and  400  series  airplanes 
with  respect  to  the  main  landing  gear 
side  rib  failures.  FAA  believes  that  sat¬ 
isfactory  inspection  procedures  are 
available  in  Cessna  service  documents 
which  should  detect  wing  rib  cracks 
before  failure  occurs  and  that  the 
service  history  does  not  provide  suffi¬ 
cient  justification  for  mandatory 
action.  FAA  plans  no  further  action  at 
this  time. 

Highway 

H-  76-  7. —Letter  of  June  23  from  the 
National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Ad¬ 
ministration  is  in  further  response  to 
NHTSA’s  letter  of  March  9  to  the 
Board  concerning  improved  bus 
wheelwell  covers.  Attached  to 
NHTSA’s  letter  are  copies  of  replies 
from  the  three  largest  manufacturers 
of  intercity  buses— General  Motors, 
American  Motors  Corporation,  and 
Flexible— received  in  response  to 
NHTSA’s  inquiry  concerning  their  re¬ 
spective  up-grading  of  wheelwell  cover 


material.  These  responses  indicate 
that  almost  100  of  percent  their  cur¬ 
rent  production  is  being  delivered  with 
improved  wheelwell  covers. 

H- 77-28.  —Federal  Highway  Admini¬ 
stration’s  letter  of  June  16  responds  to 
a  recommendation  issued  following  in¬ 
vestigation  of  the  July  1,  1976,  acci¬ 
dent  which  occurred  near  Des  Moines, 
Iowa,  when  a  Chicago,  Rock  Island 
and  Pacific  Railroad  Company  freight 
train  struck  an  automobile  that  had 
slowed  but  did  not  stop  for  the  flash¬ 
ing  signal  lights  at  a  grade  crossing. 
The  Board  asked  FHWA  to  actively 
participate  and  support  the  National 
Safety  Council  in  the  development, 
implementation,  and  evaluation  of  a 
nationwide  "Operation  Lifesaver”  rail¬ 
road/highway  crossing  safety  pro¬ 
gram. 

FHWA  reports  that  following  sever¬ 
al  meetings  with  the  National  Safety 
Council  (NSC)  representatives,  FHWA 
has  determined  that  participation  in 
the  Operation  Lifesaver  program  will 
include:  (1)  designation  of  FHWA  per¬ 
sonnel  to  serve  on  the  National  Advi¬ 
sory  Council  and  appropriate  subcom¬ 
mittees  to  be  established  by  NSC,  (2) 
promoting  the  use  of  Federal-aid  high¬ 
way  funds  to  implement  eligible  engi¬ 
neering  improvements  in  the  program, 
and  (3)  recommending  that  FHWA 
field  offices  participate  in  the  local  ac¬ 
tivities  of  the  States  participating  in 
the  program  and  coordinating  their 
actions  with  other  Federal  agencies. 

H-78-29  and  30.—  Letter  of  June  16 
from  the  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration  is  in  response 
to  recommendations  which  resulted 
from  investigation  of  the  July  6,  1977, 
truck/car  crash  near  Vincentown,  New 
Jersey.  The  recommendations  asked 
NHTSA  to  actively  encourage  the 
State  of  New  Jersey  to  develop  and  im¬ 
plement  a  classified  driver  licensing 
system  which  conforms  to  Highway 
Safety  Program  Standard  No.  5, 
"Driver  Licensing”  (H-78-29),  and  to 
provide  regulations  that  require  em¬ 
ployers  to  make  preemployment  inves¬ 
tigations  of  the  driving  record  of  each 
truck  driver  applicant  (H-78-30). 

NHTSA  states  that  the  interstate 
commercial  driver  problem  will  be  the 
focus  of  two  studies  to  be  undertaken 
this  year.  These  studies  will  deter¬ 
mine:  Current  policies  and  practices  of 
employers  regarding  driver  qualifica¬ 
tions:  the  requirements  and  regula¬ 
tions  of  State  agencies,  such  as  State 
commerce  or  public  utility  commis¬ 
sions,  that  relate  to  intrastate  carrier 
driver  qualifications;  and  the  potential 
of  the  State  driver  licensing  agencies 
in  improving  the  qualifications  of  and 
control  over  intrastate  commercial 
drivers.  NHTSA  expects  that  results  of 
these  studies  will  provide  development 
of  some  specific  recommendations  to 
deal  with  this  problem,  and  that  such 
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recommendations  will  be  brought  to 
the  attention  of  appropriate  New 
Jersey  officials  for  their  consideration. 

H-  78-35  through  39.—  Letter  of  June 
23  from  the  Kentucky  Department  of 
Transportation  concerns  recommenda¬ 
tions  issued  following  investigation 
into  the  overturn  of  a  cargo  tank- 
semitrailer  transporting  8,200  gallons 
of  gasoline  on  Kentucky  Route  11  in 
Beattyville,  Kentucky,  The  recommen¬ 
dations  called  for  an  activated  advance 
reailroad  warning  sign,  extension  of 
the  25  m.p.h.  zone,  determination  of 
the  safest  traversable  speed  for  the 
curve,  and  posting  of  a  turn  sign  and 
an  advisory  speed  plate  before  the 
crest  of  the  12.6  percent  grade  on  KY 
11  (H-78-35);  improvement  of  the  sur¬ 
face  of  the  rail/highway  grade  cross¬ 
ing  and  the  skid  resistant  properties  of 
the  hill  (H-78-36);  prohibition  of  park¬ 
ing  adjacent  to  roads  where  restrictive 
geometric  conditions  exist  (H-78-37); 
review  of  similar  downgrades  to  assure 
that  the  most  restrictive  features  on 
or  adjacent  to  steep  downgrades  are 
indicated  before  the  descent  begins 
(H-78-38);  and  expedited  acquisition 
of  land  for  new  alignment  of  KY  11 
(H-78-39). 

The  Kentucky  DOT  response  notes 
that  from  the  crest  of  the  hill  in  ad¬ 
vance  of  the  railroad  crossing,  the  ac¬ 
cident  site,  the  distance  is  approxi¬ 
mately  750  feet,  and  the  railroad 
crossbuck  with  its  associated  flasher  is 
continuously  visible.  For  this  reason, 
the  Department  does  not  feel  advance 
railroad  warning  devices  are  necessary 
but  does  propose  to  extend  the  25 
m.p.h.  speed  limit  approximately  500 
feet,  as  recommended. 

Since  the  Board's  investigation,  the 
Department  has  also  installed  stop 
signs  and  flashers  at  the  top  of  the 
hill,  and  a  bituminous  concrete  surface 
with  nonpolishing  aggregate  has  been 
placed  from  Main  Street  in  Beattyville 
to  the  top  of  the  hill.  The  Department 
does  not  feel  it  necessary  to  develop  a 
policy  for  prohibiting  parking  adja¬ 
cent  to  roads  where  restricted  geome¬ 
try  exists.  Current  policy,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  states,  prohibits  parking  on  the 
right-of-way  at  any  location  outside  of 
municipalities,  and  each  location  is 
considered  separately  and  engineering 
judgment  utilized  in  determining 
whether  parking  should  be  prohibited 
or  allowed.  Similar  downgrades  will  be 
reviewed  for  assurance  that  appropri¬ 
ate  safety  measures  have  been  taken 
to  minimize  accidents  of  this  nature  in 
the  future. 

Subsequent  to  this  accident,  the  De¬ 
partment  has  acquired  two  parcels  of 
property  that  were  demolished  and 
are  now  acquiring  the  remaining  par¬ 
cels  affected  by  the  Beattyville  acci¬ 
dent  as  necessary  right-of-way  for  the 
proposed  reconstruction  of  KY  11. 


NOTICES 

Marine 

M-  78-1  and  2.— The  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  on  June  22  responded  to  recom¬ 
mendations  issued  as  a  result  of  inves¬ 
tigation  into  the  collision  of  the  SS 
Marine  Floridian  with  the  Benjamin 
Harrison  Bridge  on  February  24,  1977. 

Recommendation  M-78-1  asked 
Coast  Guard  to  seek  expeditiously 
Congressional  authority  to  establish  in 
the  navigation  rules  for  inland  waters 
a  requirement  for  vessels  to  proceed  at 
a  safe  speed  identical  to  the  require¬ 
ment  of  Rule  6  of  the  newly  adopted 
international  convention,  effective 
July  15,  1977,  for  vessels  on  the  high 
seas. 

Coast  Guard  reports  preparation  of 
proposed  legislation  for  a  general  over¬ 
haul  of  the  patchwork  if  statutory  and 
regulatory  navigation  rules  now  in 
effect  shoreward  of  the  COLREGS 
lines  of  demarcation.  The  new  treaty 
Coast  Guard  states,  requires  that  our 
inland  rules  be  conformed  as  closely  as 
possible  to  the  72  COLREGS  (rules  of 
conduct  for  vessels  for  avoiding  colli¬ 
sion  with  other  vessels).  Rule  6,  one  of 
the  "Steering  and  Sailing  Rules,” 
exists  in  this  context.  Safe  speed  is  ap¬ 
plied  as  an  ameliorative  measure  to 
reduce  the  risk  between  approaching 
vessels.  Coast  Guard  states.  However, 
these  rules  cannot  be  used  primarily 
for  other  purposes,  such  as  protection 
of  structures  or  the  environment.  The 
Ports  and  Waterways  Safety  Act  of 
1972  and  the  49  CFR  1.46(n)<4)  delega¬ 
tion  provide  authority  for  Coast 
Guard  to  regulate  vessel  speed.  Speed 
requirements  for  the  area  in  question 
are  now  contained  in  33  CFR 
162.65(a)(1)  and  (3). 

At  the  time  of  this  casualty,  Coast 
Guard  further  notes,  the  same  re¬ 
quirements  were  contained  in  33  CFR 
207.160  (a)(1)  and  (3),  administered  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army  under  au¬ 
thority  of  33  U.S.C.  1.  While  Coast 
Guard  attempts  to  expedite  submis¬ 
sion  of  the  legislative  proposal,  speed 
limits  under  the  rules  will  continue  to 
apply  to  vessel-to-vessel  situations. 
Speed  limits  to  prevent  damage  de¬ 
struction  or  loss  to  bridges  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  under  authority  of  the  Ports 
and  Waterways  Safety  Act  of  1972. 

Recommendation  M-78-2  called  for 
Coast  Guard,  Federal  Maritime  Ad¬ 
ministration,  and  the  shipping  indus¬ 
try  to  determine  a  standard  array  of 
operational  and  audio  data  that 
should  be  recorded  automatically  to 
establish  a  requirement  for  installing 
and  operating  a  suitable  equipment  in 
U.S.  vessels  over  1,600  gross  tons  built 
after  1965  and  to  submit  an  initiative 
to  Inter-Governmental  Maritime  Con¬ 
sultative  Organization  for  adoption  of 
a  similar  international  requirement. 

Coast  Guard  states  that  it  considers 
requirements  for  new  equipment  on 
board  merchant  vessels  in  the  broad¬ 


est  context,  and  because  it  does  not 
have  a  firm  assessment  of  utility 
versus  cost,  and  validity  of  survivor 
testimony  has  caused  some  difficulty. 
Coast  will  study  automatic  recording 
equipment  to  answer  the  basic  ques¬ 
tions  of  whether  the  equipment  is  nec¬ 
essary  and,  if  so,  what  level  of  sophis¬ 
tication  is  appropriate. 

Railroad 

R-76-48  and  49.  These  recommenda¬ 
tions  were  issued  following  investiga¬ 
tion  of  the  rear-end  collision  of  two 
commuter  trains  at  New  Canaan,  Con¬ 
necticut,  July  13,  1976.  Letter  of  June 
26  from  the  State  of  Connecticut  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  is  in 
answer  to  the  Safety  Board’s  June  14 
request  for  advice  as  to  what  means 
are  in  use  to  open  car  doors  when  elec¬ 
trical  power  is  lost.  The  Board  also  re¬ 
quested  a  copy  of  a  sketch,  if  available, 
along  with  the  instructional  material 
directed  to  rescue  crews. 

The  Department  states  that  as  a 
result  of  recommendation  R-78-49, 
the  Department  began  discussions 
with  the  Metropoitan  Transportation 
of  New  York,  each  party  owning  122 
M-2  rail  commuter  cars,  as  to  how  best 
to  implement  this  recommendation. 
The  two  agencies  could  not  reach  any 
agreement  and  decided  to  look  to  the 
Federal  Railroad  Administration  for 
guidance.  The  Department  attaches  to 
its  response  copies  of  its  letters  of 
August  16  and  September  29,  1977,  to 
FRA  and  a  copy  of  FRA’s  reply  of  last 
October  28.  The  Department  is 
awaiting  further  action  by  FRA  before 
reinstituting  discussion  with  the  Met¬ 
ropolitan  Transportation  Authority. 

Note:  The  above  notice  summarizes 
Safety  Board  documents  recently  released 
and  recommendation  response  letters  re¬ 
ceived.  Single  copies  of  the  accident  report 
and  the  Board’s  recommendation  letters  in 
their  entirety  are  available  to  the  general 
public  without  charge.  Copies  of  the  full 
text  of  responses  to  recommendations  may 
be  obtained  at  a  cost  of  $4.00  for  service  and 
10«  per  page  for  reproduction. 

All  requests  to  the  Board  for  copies  must 
be  in  writing,  identified  by  report  or  recom¬ 
mendation  number  and  date  of  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER. 
Address  inquires  to:  Public  Inquires  Section, 
National  Transportation  Safety  Board. 
Washington,  D.C.  20594. 

Multiple  copies  of  accident  reports  may  be 
purchased  by  mail  from  the  National  Tech¬ 
nical  Information  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Virginia  22151. 

(Secs.  304(a)(2)  and  307  of  the  Independent 
Safety  Board  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-633.  88 
Stat.  2169,  2172  (49  U.S.C.  1903.  1906)).) 

Dated.  July  17, 1978. 

Margaret  L.  Fisher, 
Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20140  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 
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[3110-01] 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use 
in  collecting  information  from  the 
public  received  by  the  office  of  man¬ 
agement  and  budget  on  July  14,  1978 
(44  USC  3509).  The  purpose  of  pub¬ 
lishing  this  list  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  is  to  inform  the  public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of 
information;  the  agency  form 
number(s),  if  applicable;  the  frequency 
with  which  the  information  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  collected;  an  indication  of 
who  will  be  the  respondents  to  the 
proposed  collection;  the  estimated 
number  of  responses;  the  estimated 
burden  in  reporting  hours;  and  the 
name  of  the  reviewer  or  reviewing  divi¬ 
sion  or  office. 

Requests  for  extension  which  appear 
to  raise  no  significant  issues  are  to  be 
approved  after  brief  notice  through 
this  release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  daily  list  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Man¬ 
agement  and  Budget,  Washington, 
D.C.  20503  (202-395-4529),  or  from  the 
reviewer  listed. 

New  Forms 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Adminis¬ 
tration,  marine  recreational  fishery  statis¬ 
tics,  other  (see  SF-83),  295,000  marine  rec¬ 
reational  fishermen.  Office  of  Federal 
Statistical  Policy  and  Standard,  673-7956. 
National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Adminis¬ 
tration,  marine  recreational  socioeconomic 
fishery,  fishec  I,  II,  III,  and  IV,  single¬ 
time,  7,366  recreation  fishery  owner/oper¬ 
ators  of  boats  for  hire  for  recreation. 
Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  and 
Standard,  673-7956. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

Office  of  education,  standard  application 
(nonconstruction)  for  gifted  and  talented 
program,  OE-9048,  annually,  500  SEA’s, 
LEA’s,  IHE’s  budget  review  division,  395- 
4775. 

Office  of  the  Secretary,  fall  1978  special 
purpose  facilities  civil  rights  survey,  OS/ 
CR-202-78,  other  (see  SF-83),  2,000  spe¬ 
cial  purpose  facilities  for  the  handicapped, 
Laverne  V.  Collins,  395-3214. 

National  Institute  of  Education,  evaluation 
of  state  capacity  building  program  in  dis¬ 
semination,  196,  single-time,  2,025  SCBP 
project  director  and  staff;  SCBP  clients, 
SEA  Administration,  Laverne  V.  Collins, 
395-3214. 

Public  Health  Service,  evaluation  of  tele¬ 
phone  and  personal  interviews  for  collec¬ 
tion  of  health  data,  single-time,  house¬ 


holds  with  telephones.  Office  of  Federal 
Statistical  Policy  and  Standard,  673-7956. 

Office  of  Education: 

State  plans  and  reports  for  vocational 
education.  OE-576-3,  4,  and  5,  annually, 
57  State  boards  for  vocation  education; 
State  advisory  councils,  Laverne  V.  Col¬ 
lins,  395-3214. 

Office  of  Education,  financial  status  and 
performance  reports  guidance  and  coun¬ 
seling  under  Pub.  L.  94-482,  section 
342(B)(1),  OE-578-4,  annually,  57  Sea’s, 
Budget  Review  Division,  395-4775. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TREASURY 

Assistant  Secretary  (Administration),  inter¬ 
view  guide,  single-time,  40  total  of  40 
State  and  local  government  units,  C.  Louis 
Kincannon,  Economics  and  General  Gov¬ 
ernment  Division,  395-3211. 

Revisions 

'  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Food  and  Nutrition  Service,  regulations  (7 
CFR  250)  donation  of  food  commodities 
for  use  in  United  States,  on  occasion, 
school  districts  and  private  schools;  State 
agencies,  1,020  responses,  10,080  hours. 
Human  Resources  Division,  Ellett,  C.A., 
395-3532. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

Office  of  Education; 

Standard  application  (nonconstruction) 
for  parts  B  and  C  of  the  Indian  Educa¬ 
tion  Act,  OE-267,  on  occasion,  Indian 
tribes,  organization  educational  agencies 
and  Indian  LEA’S,  400  responses,  6,000 
hours,  Laverne  V.  Collins,  395-3214. 
Standard  application  (nonconstruction) 
for  foreign  language  and  area  studies, 
OE-324,  annually,  IHE’s,  800  responses, 
9,600  hours,  Laverne  V.  Collins,  395- 
3214. 

Application  for  domestic  mining  and  min¬ 
eral  and  mineral  fuel  conservation  fel¬ 
lowships,  OE-405,  annually,  institutions 
of  higher  education,  60  responses,  2,400 
hours,  Laverne  V.  Collins,  395-3214. 

Revisions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

Office  of  Education: 

Standard  application  for  consumer  educa¬ 
tion  and  metric  education,  OE-425,  an¬ 
nually,  LEA’s  SEA’s,  IHE’s,  public  and 
nonprofit  organization.  Budget  Review 
Division,  395-4775. 

Standard  application  for  library  training 
programs,  title  II-B,  HEA  1965,  OE-547, 
annually,  institutions  of  higher  educa¬ 
tion,  75  responses,  1,875  hours,  Roye  L. 
Lowry,  395-3772. 

Social  Security  Administration,  statement 
of  total  AFDC  and  non-AFDC  child  sup¬ 
port  collections  under  title  IV-D  of  the 
Social  Security  Act,  SSA-4141,  quarterly. 
States’  IV-D  agency,  216  responses,  1,080 
hours.  Human  Resources  Division,  Marsha 
Traynham,  395-3532. 

Office  of  Education,  standard  application 
(nonconstruction)  for  migrant  education 
program,  ESEA,  title  I,  362,  annually, 
SEA’s  and  LEA’s  Budget  Review  Division, 
395-4775. 


Department  of  Labor 

Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics,  retail  prices  ini¬ 
tiation  and  collection  of  commodities  and 
services  and  food  price,  3400,  3400A, 
3400B,  3084A,  3401,  and  3402,  monthly, 
retail  establishments,  243,800  responses, 
86,060  hours.  Office  of  Federal  Statistical 
Policy  and  Standard,  673-7956. 

Extensions 

INTER-AMERICAN  FOUNDATION 

Application  for  Latin-American  and  Carib¬ 
bean  social  change  programs  and  related 
form  letters,  F-001A;  F-003;  F-004,  on  oc¬ 
casion,  students,  teachers,  650  responses, 
2,625  hours,  Roye  L.  Lowry,  395-3772. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service,  application  for  payment  (extra- 
long-staple  cotton  program),  ASCS-493, 
annually,  ELS  cotton  farmers,  4,000  re¬ 
sponses,  1,000  hours.  Clearance  Office, 
395-3772. 

Farm  and  Rural  Development  Administra¬ 
tion,  application  for  guaranteed  loan 
(farmer  programs),  FHA  449-6,  on  occa¬ 
sion,  private  lenders,  100,000  responses, 
50,000  hours,  Ellett,  C  A.,  395-6132. 

Rural  Electrification  Administration,  esti¬ 
mate  work  order  (by  REA  electric  borrow¬ 
ers)  for  construction  transmission  facili¬ 
ties,  REA  218,  on  occasion,  REA  electric 
borrowers,  975  responses,  2,925  hours, 
Ellett,  C.  A.,  395-6132. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

Office  of  Education:  application  for  grant 
under  college  library  resources  program, 
title  II,  part  A,  HEA  1965— Pub.  L.  89-329, 
OE-3118,  annually,  institutions  of  postsec¬ 
ondary  education,  2,700  responses,  2,700 
hours,  Laverne  V.  Collins,  395-3214. 
Application  for  Federal  assistance  (short 
form)— section  1203  HEA  comprehensive 
planning  grants,  OE-1279,  annually. 
State  commission.  Budget  Review  Divi¬ 
sion,  395-4775. 

Application  for  CWS  grant  for  students  of 
American  Samoa  or  the  trust  territory 
of  the  Pacific  Islands,  OE-1285,  annual¬ 
ly,  institutions  of  postsecondary  educa¬ 
tion,  50  responses,  100  hours,  Laverne  V. 
Collins.  395-3214. 

Application  to  participate  in  the  State  stu¬ 
dent  incentive  grant  program.  OE-1288, 
annually.  State  agencies,  56  responses, 
448  hours.  Budget  Review  Division,  395- 
4775. 

A  proposal  submitted  to  Commissioner  of 
Education  for  Special  Services  Programs 
in  Division  of  Student  Support  and  Spe¬ 
cial  Programs,  OE-1251,  annually,  post¬ 
secondary  institutions  agencies  and  or¬ 
ganizations,  Laverne  V.  Collins,  395- 
3214. 

Application  for  graduate  and  professional 
fellowships  and  institutional  grants, 
OE-591,  annually,  graduate  and  profes¬ 
sional  schools  of  IHE’s,  350  responses, 
14,000  hours,  Laverne  V.  Collins,  395- 
3214. 

Extensions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN 

DEVELOPMENT 

Housing  production  and  mortgage  credit, 
mortgagees  application  for  open-end  ad¬ 
vances,  FHA2004-OE,  on  occasion,  FHA- 
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approved  mortgagees,  25  responses,  105 

hours,  Caywood,  D.  P„  395-3443. 

Community  planning  and  development: 

Monitoring  of  relocation— Questionnaire 
for  interviewing  displaced  person,  HUD 
4022.1,  on  occasion,  person  displaced  by 
any  HUD  program,  2,000  responses, 
1,000  hours,  Clearance  Office,  395-3772. 

Monitoring  or  real  property  acquisition— 
Questionnaire  for  interviewing  former 
property  owner,  HUD  4024.1,  on  occa¬ 
sion,  former  owner  of  real  property  ac¬ 
quired  by  HUD  program,  1,500  re¬ 
sponses,  750  hours,  Roye  L.  Lowry,  395- 
3772. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Department  of  state  (excl.  AID  and 

ACTION): 

Application  for  intransit  license  for  arms, 
ammunition,  and  implements  (of  war), 
DSP-61,  quarterly,  exporters  of  muni¬ 
tions  list  items,  320  responses,  80  hours, 
Clearance  Office,  395-3772. 

Application  for  license  for  temporary 
export  DSP  73,  on  occasion,  exporters  of 
munitions  list  items,  1,200  responses,  300 
hours.  Clearance  Office,  395-3772. 

Application  for  grant  of  an  annuity  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  523  (C)  Pub.  L.  94-350,  ap¬ 
proved  July  12,  1976,  DSP-91,  on  occa¬ 
sion,  widows  of  deceased  Foreign  Service 
officers,  70  responses,  20  hours,  Clear¬ 
ance  Office,  395-3772. 

David  R.  Leuthold, 
Budget  and  Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20240  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[7555-02] 

OFFICE  OF  SCIENCE  AND 
TECHNOLOGY  POLICY 

NUCLEAR  WASTE  MANAGEMENT  TECHNICAL 
ADVISORY  GROUP 

Notice  of  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee  Act,  Pub.  L.  92-463, 
the  Office  of  Science  and  Technology 
Policy  announces  the  following  meet¬ 
ing: 

NAME:  Nuclear  Waste  Management 
Technial  Advisory  Group. 

DATE:  August  9,  1978. 

TIME:  9:00-4:00 

PLACE:  Conference  Facility  A,  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  Headquarters,  345 
Middlefield  Road,  Menlo  Park,  Calif. 

TYPE  OF  MEETING:  Open. 
CONTACT  PERSON: 

Mr.  William  Montgomery,  Executive 
Office  of  the  President,  Office  of 
Science  and  Technology  Policy, 
Washington,  D.C.  20500,  telephone 
202-395-4692. 

SUMMARY  MINUTES:  May  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  Office  of  Science  and 
Technology  Policy,  Washington,  D.C. 
20500. 

PURPOSE  OF  REVIEW  PANEL:  The 
Office  of  Science  and  Technology 


NOTICES 

Policy,  in  accordance  with  the  statuto¬ 
ry  mandate  to  analyze  and  interpret 
significant  developments  and  trends 
with  respect  to  long-term  management 
of  nuclear  wastes,  will  identify  and  de¬ 
lineate  viable  alternative  technology 
strategies  or  planning  approaches  to 
the  problem  of  disposal  and  isolation 
of  all  nuclear  waste  other  than  that 
categorized  as  low  level. 

AGENDA:  9:00  to  4:00— a  discussion  of 
draft  materials  prepared  as  part  of  the 
policy  review  process  for  the  Presi¬ 
dent. 

William  J.  Montgomery, 
Executive  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20118  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[7905-01] 

RAILROAD  RETIREMENT  BOARD 

DETERMINATION  UNDER  SECTION  2(H)(4)  OF 
THE  RAILROAD  UNEMPLOYMENT  INSUR¬ 
ANCE  ACT  OF  THE  ENDING  OF  A  “PERIOD 
OF  HIGH  UNEMPLOYMENT,"  AS  DEFINED  IN 
SECTION  2(h)(2)  OF  THAT  ACT 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  2(h)(4)  of  the  Railroad  Unem¬ 
ployment  Insurance  Act  (45  U.S.C. 
352(h)(4))  as  amended,  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Board  has  determined 
that  the  “period  of  high  unemploy¬ 
ment”  (as  defined  in  section  2(h)(2)  of 
that  act),  which  began  on  April  20, 
1978  shall  end  with  July  20,  1978.  Con¬ 
sequently,  no  extended  benefit  period 
under  the  second  proviso  of  section 
2(c)  of  that  act  shall  begin  after  that 
date. 

By  authority  of  the  Board. 

Dated:  July  13,  1978. 

R.  F.  Butler, 
Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20008  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[8025-01] 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[Proposed  License  No.  01/01-0291] 

ADVENT  CAPITAL  CORP. 

Application  for  a  License  To  Operate  as  a 
Small  Business  Investment  Company 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an  appli¬ 
cation  has  been  filed  with  the  Small 
Business  Administration  (SBA)  pursu¬ 
ant  to  §  107.102  of  the  regulations  gov¬ 
erning  small  business  investment  com¬ 
panies  (13  CFR  107.102  (1978))  under 
the  name  of  Advent  Capital  Corp.  (ap¬ 
plicant),  for  a  license  to  operate  as  a 
small  business  investment  company 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Small 
Business  Investment  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended  (act),  and  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  promulgated  thereunder. 


The  applicant  was  incorporated 
under  the  laws  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Massachusetts  and  it  will  commence 
operations  with  a  capitalization  of  $3 
million.  Initial  capitalization  will  be 
raised  by  the  purchase  of  all  of  the  ap¬ 
plicant’s  initially  issued  common 
stock,  without  par  value,  by  Advent 
III,  a  Massachusetts  limited  partner¬ 
ship,  organized  as  of  January  16,  1978. 
Advent  III  will  have  one  general  part¬ 
ner,  Brooke  &  Co.  Inc.  (Brooke)'  and 
not  more  than  25  limited  partners. 
Brooke  will  be  the  applicant’s  invest¬ 
ment  adviser,  and  it  is  also  the  sole 
general  partner  of  T.A.  Associates, 
which  is  the  investment  adviser  to 
Devonshire  Capital  Corp.,  a  licensed 
small  business  investment  company. 
T.A.  Associates  is  the  sole  general 
partner  of  Advent  II,  a  limited  part¬ 
nership  which  owns  of  record  and 
beneficially,  36.5  percent  of  the  out¬ 
standing  capital  stock  of  Devonshire 
Capital  Corp. 

The  following  will  be  the  officers 
and  directors  of  the  applicant. 

Name  and  Title 

William  P.  Egan,  President  and  Director, 
111  Devonshire  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02109. 

Craig  L.  Burr.  Vice  President,  Treasurer, 
and  Director,  111  Devonshire  Street, 
Boston,  Mass.  02109. 

C.  Kevin  Landry,  Director,  111  Devonshire 
Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02109. 

David  D.  Croll,  Vice  President,  Clerk,  and 
Director,  111  Devonshire  Street,  Boston, 
Mass.  02109. 

Matthew  J.  Burns.  Director,  Crescent 
Surf,  Kennebunk,  Maine  04043. 

Charles  W.  Smith,  Director,  285  Goddard 
Avenue,  Brookline,  Mass.  02146. 

All  of  the  foregoing  individuals  are 
also  officers  and/or  directors  of  Dev¬ 
onshire  Capital  Corp.  Messrs.  Egan, 
Burr,  Landry,  and  Croll  collectively 
own  51.8  percent  of  Brooke’s  issued 
and  outstanding  capital  stock  and  the 
remaining  48.2  percent  thereof  is 
owned  by  Peter  A.  Brooke,  111  Devon¬ 
shire  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02109. 

The  applicant  will  have  its  principal 
place  of  business  at  111  Devonshire 
Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02109,  and  it  in¬ 
tends  to  make  investments  principally 
within  the  six  New  England  States, 
and  in  other  areas  within  the  United 
States,  its  territories  and  possessions. 

Matters  involved  in  SBA’s  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  applicant  include  the  gen¬ 
eral  business  reputation  and  character 
of  the  proposed  owners  and  manage¬ 
ment,  and  the  probability  of  successful 
operations  of  the  applicant  under 
their  management,  including  adequate 
profitability  and  financial  soundness 
in  accordance  with  the  act  and  SBA 
regulations. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  any 
person  may  not  later  than  August  4, 
1978,  submit  written  comments  on  the 
applicant  to  the  Deputy  Associate  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  Investment,  Small 
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Business  Administration,  1441  L  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20416. 

A  copy  of  this  notice  shall  be  pub¬ 
lished  by  the  applicant  in  a  newspaper 
of  general  circulation  in  Boston,  Mass. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Program  No. 
59.011,  Small  Business  Investment  Compa¬ 
nies.) 

Dated:  July  11, 1970. 

Peter  F.  McNeish, 
Deputy  Associate 
Administrator  for  Investment. 
[FR  Doc.  78-20106  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[8025-01] 

[License  No.  03/03-0132] 

DESTAN  CAPITAL  CORP. 

Issuance  of  License  to  Operate  as  a  Small 
Business  Investment  company 

On  December  16,  1977,  a  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register 
that  DeStan  Capital  Corp.,  2600  Vir¬ 
ginia  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20037,  had  filed  an  application  with 
the  Small  Business  Administration 
(SBA)  pursuant  to  §  107.102  of  the  reg¬ 
ulations  governing  small  business  in¬ 
vestment  companies  (13  CFR  107.107 
(1977))  for  a  license  to  operate  as  a 
small  business  investment  company. 
The  corporation  has  since  moved  its 
offices  to  4340  Connecticut  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20008. 

Interested  parties  were  given  until 
the  close  of  business  on  January  3, 
1978,  to  submit  written  comments  on 
the  application  to  the  SBA. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  no  writ¬ 
ten  comments  were  received,  and 
having  considered  the  application  and 
all  other  pertinent  information,  the 
SBA  approved  the  issuance  of  license 
No.  03/03-0132  on  DeStan  Capital 
Corp.  pursuant  to  section  301(c)  of  the 
Small  Business  Investment  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended. 

(Catalogue  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  59.011  Small  Business  Invest¬ 
ment  Companies.) 

Dated:  July  11,  1978. 

Peter  F.  McNeish, 
Deputy  Associate 
Administrator  for  Investment. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20107  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[8025-01] 

[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No. 

1500] 

ILLINOIS 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Lean  Area 

Grundy,  LaSalle,  Lee,  McHenry,  and 
Winnebago  Counties  and  adjacent 
counties  within  the  State  of  Illinois 
constitute  a  disaster  area  as  a  result  of 
damage  caused  by  severe  storms  and 


NOTICES 

flooding  which  occurred  from  June  25, 
1978,  through  July  2,  1978.  Eligible 
persons,  firms,  organizations  may  file 
applications  for  loans  for  physical 
damage  until  the  close  of  business  on 
September  14,  1978,  and  for  economic 
injury  until  the  close  of  business  on 
April  16,  1979,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  Dis¬ 
trict  Office,  219  South  Dearborn 
Street,  Chicago,  Ill.  60604. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008.) 

Dated:  July  14,  1978. 

A.  Vernon  Weaver, 
Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.  78-20109  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[8025-01] 

[Proposal  No.  05/05-0129] 

P.  R.  PETERSON  VENTURE  CAPITAL  CORP. 

Application  for  a  License  as  a  Small  Business 
Investment  Company 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  filing 
of  an  application  with  the  Small  Busi¬ 
ness  Administration  (SBA)  pursuant 
to  §  107.102  of  the  SBA  regulations  (13 
CFR  107.102  (1977))  by  P.  R.  Peterson 
Venture  Capital  Corp.,  3726  Oregon 
Avenue  South,  St.  Louis  Park,  Minn. 
55426  for  a  license  to  operate  as  a 
small  business  investment  company 
(SBIC)  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Small  Business  Investment  Act  of  1958 
(the  Act),  as  amended  (15  U.S.C.  661  et 
seq.). 

The  proposed  officers,  directors,  and 
sole  shareholder  are: 

Name  and  address,  title  and  relationship, 
and  percent  of  ownership 

Peter  F.  Peterson,  6005  Erin  Terrace,  Edina, 
Minn.  55435,  president  and  director. 

Nancy  P.  Peterson,  6005  Erin  Terrace, 
Edina,  Minn.  55435,  vice  president,  secre¬ 
tary,  treasurer  and  director. 

Jeffrey  D.  Peterson,  6005  Erin  Terrace, 
Edina,  Minn.  55435,  director. 

P.  R.  Peterson  Co.,  3726  Oregon  Avenue 
South,  St.  Louis  Park,  Minn.  55426,  sole 
shareholder,  100  percent. 

P.  R.  Peterson  Co.,  is  a  member  of 
the  Chigaco  Board  Options  Exchange 
and  a  broker-dealer  registered  with 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion.  All  of  the  outstanding  capital 
stock  of  P.  R.  Peterson  Co.,  is  owned 
by  P.  R.  Peterson. 

The  applicant  will  begin  operations 
with  a  capitalization  of  $300,000  and 
will  be  a  source  of  equity  capital  and 
long-term  loan  funds  for  qualified 
small  business  concerns. 

Matters  involved  in  SBA’s  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  application  include  the 
general  business  reputation  and  char¬ 
acter  of  the  proposed  owner  and  man- 
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agement,  and  the  probability  of  suc¬ 
cessful  operations  of  the  new  company 
under  their  management,  including 
adequate  profitability  and  financial 
soundness,  in  accordance  with  the  act 
and  regulations. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any 
person  may,  not  later  than  August  21, 
1978,  submit  written  comments  on  the 
proposed  SBIC  to  the  Deputy  Asso¬ 
ciate  Administrator  for  Investment, 
Small  Business  Administration,  1441  L 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20416. 

A  copy  of  this  notice  will  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  a  newspaper  of  general  circu¬ 
lation  in  St.  Louis  Park,  Minn.  55426. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  59.011,  Small  Business  Invest¬ 
ment  Companies.) 

Dated:  July  13,  1978. 

Peter  F.  McNeish, 
Deputy  Associate 
Administrator  for  Investment. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20108  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4710-01] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

[Public  Notice  CM-8/77] 

SECRETARY  OF  STATE’S  ADVISORY  COMMIT¬ 
TEE  ON  PRIVATE  INTERNATIONAL  LAW; 

STUDY  GROUP  ON  TRANSNATIONAL  BANK¬ 
RUPTCY  PROBLEMS 

Meeting 

A  meeting  of  the  Study  Group  on 
Transnational  Bankruptcy  Problems, 
a  subgroup  of  the  Secretary  of  State’s 
Advisory  Committee  on  Private  Inter¬ 
national  Law,  will  be  held  at  10  a.m. 
on  Tuesday,  September  19,  1978,  in 
room  5519  of  the  Department  of  State 
Building.  Members  of  the  general 
public  may  attend  up  to  the  limits  of 
the  capacity  of  the  meeting  room  and 
participate  in  the  discussion  subject  to 
instructions  of  the  chairman. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  will  be 
to  prepare  for  further  discussions  with 
the  Canadian  Government  on  ques¬ 
tions  of.  joint  interest  respecting  bank¬ 
ruptcy  matters. 

Entrance  to  the  Department  of 
State  Building  is  controlled,  and  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  general  public  should  use 
the  C  Street  entrance.  Entry  will  be 
facilitated  if  arrangements  are  made 
in  advance,  and  it  is  requested  that 
members  of  the  general  public  who 
plan  to  attend  the  meeting  send  their 
name,  affiliation,  and  address  to  Ms. 
Dorothy  Fagan  prior  to  September  19, 
1978.  The  telephone  number  is  202- 
632-8134. 

Dated:  July  12,  1978. 

Richard  D.  Kearney, 
Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20009  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 
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[4710-01] 

[Public  Notice  CM-8/78] 

SECRETARY  OF  STATE’S  ADVISORY  COMMIT* 

TEE  ON  PRIVATE  INTERNATIONAL  LAW; 

STUDY  GROUP  ON  RECOGNITION  AND  EN¬ 
FORCEMENT  OF  FOREIGN  JUDGMENTS 

Meeting 

A  meeting  of  the  Study  Group  on 
Recognition  and  Enforcement  of  For¬ 
eign  Judgments,  a  subgroup  of  the 
Secretary  of  State’s  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Private  International  Law,  will 
be  held  on  Saturday,  September  9, 
1978,  at  10:30  a.m.  at  Harvard  Law 
School,  Cambridge,  Mass. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to 
review  the  current  status  of  the  draft 
convention  between  the  United  King¬ 
dom  and  the  United  States  on  recogni¬ 
tion  and  enforcement  of  civil  judg¬ 
ments. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  and  members  of  the  general 
public  may  attend  up  to  the  limits  of 
the  capacity  of  the  meeting  room  and 
participate  in  the  discussion  subject  to 
instructions  of  the  chairman.  It  is  re¬ 
quested  that  prior  to  September  9, 
1978,  members  of  the  general  public 
who  plan  to  attend  the  meeting 
inform  their  name,  affiliation,  and  ad¬ 
dress  to  Ms.  Dorothy  Fagan,  Office  of 
the  Legal  Adviser,  Department  of 
State.  The  telephone  number  is  202- 
632-2107. 

Dated:  July  12,  1978. 

Richard  D.  Kearney, 
Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20010  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-14] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Coast  Guard 

[CGD  78-951 

PROPOSED  BRIDGE  ACROSS  THE  ST.  JOHNS 
RIVER  AND  MILL  COVE  AT  JACKSONVILLE, 
(DAME  POINT),  FLA. 

Cancellation  of  Public  Hearing 

The  Coast  Guard  published  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  June  8,  1978 
(43  FR  24929),  of  a  public  hearing  con¬ 
cerning  a  proposed  bridge  across  the 
St.  Johns  River  and  Mill  Cove  at  Jack¬ 
sonville  (Dame  Point),  Fla.  The  hear¬ 
ing  was  scheduled  for  July  13,  1978. 

This  hearing  has  been  canceled.  A 
new  date  for  the  hearing  will  be  set, 
and  will  be  published  in  a  later  issue 
of  the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  502,  act  of  August  2,  1946,  as  amended 
(33  U.S.C.  525,  49  U.S.C.  1655(g)(6)(C));  49 
CFR  1.46(0(10)). 


NOTICES 

Dated:  July  12,  1978. 

W.  W.  Barrow, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Chief  Office  of  Marine  Envi¬ 
ronment  and  Systems. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20165  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-14] 

[CGD  78-097] 

CITY  OF  SEATTLE,  SPOKANE  STREET  HIGHWAY 

BRIDGES,  MILE  0.3  ACROSS  DUWAMISH 

WEST  WATERWAY,  SEATTLE,  WASH. 

Joint  Coast  Guard/Corps  of  Engineers  Public 

Hearing  Concerning  Proposed  Alteration  of 

Bridges 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  public 
hearing  regarding  the  city  of  Seattle, 
Spokane  Street  Highway  drawbridges 
across  the  Duwamish  West  Waterway 
at  Mile  0.3  will  be  on  Thursday, 
August  24,  1978  at  the  New  Federal 
Building,  4th  Floor,  North  Audito¬ 
rium,  915  Second  Avenue,  Seattle, 
Wash.  The  hearing  will  consist  of  two 
sessions,  one  at  1  p.m.  in  the  afternoon 
and  the  second  at  7  p.m.  in  the 
evening.  This  hearing  is  being  held 
under  the  authority  of  section  3  of  the 
act  of  June  21,  1940  (Truman-Hobbs 
Act).  In  view  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers 
involvement  with  the  existing 
Duwamish  Rivers  and  Harbors  project, 
the  Corps  of  Engineers  will  participate 
jointly  with  the  Coast  Guard  in  the 
conduct  of  the  hearing. 

The  existing,  parallel,  Spokane 
Street  bridges  provide  a  horizontal 
navigation  clearance  of  150  feet.  Verti¬ 
cal  clearances  of  approximately  40 
feet  at  MHHW  and  55  feet  at  MLLW 
are  provide  at  the  center  of  the  spans 
in  the  closed  position.  Vertical  clear¬ 
ances  are  unlimited  in  the  open  posi¬ 
tion.  A  number  of  complaints  have 
been  received  alleging  that  the  bridge 
is  unreasonably  obstructive  to  naviga¬ 
tion.  The  purpose  of  the  hearing  is  to 
determine  whether  alterations  are 
needed  and  if  so  what  alterations  are 
required  having  due  regard  for  the  ne¬ 
cessity  of  free  and  unobstructed  navi¬ 
gation  upon  the  waterway.  The  needs 
of  highway  traffic  will  also  be  consid¬ 
ered. 

Public  comments,  views,  and  data 
are  required  for  ascertaining  whether 
the  bridge  unreasonably  obstructs 
navigation,  whether  vessels  have  un¬ 
reasonable  difficulty  in  passing 
through  the  bridge,  the  changes  neces¬ 
sary  to  render  navigation  through  or 
under  the  bridge  reasonably  free  and 
unobstructed,  the  character  and 
amount  of  commerce  affected,  wheth¬ 
er  the  commerce  affected  is  sufficient 
to  justify  alteration  of  the  bridge,  and 
the  impact  of  the  alteration,  if  made, 
upon  the  quality  of  the  human  envi¬ 
ronment. 


Any  person  who  wishes  to  appear 
and  be  heard  at  either  of  the  sessions 
may  do  so  and  is  requested  to  notify 
the  Commander,  13th  Coast  Guard 
District,  Aids  to  Navigation  Branch, 
915  Second  Avenue,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98174,  any  time  prior  to  the  hearing, 
indicating  the  session  at  which  they 
will  appear  and  the  amount  of  time  re¬ 
quired  for  presentation.  Depending 
upon  the  number  of  scheduled  state¬ 
ments,  it  may  be  necessary  to  limit  the 
amount  of  time  allocated  to  each 
person.  Limitations  of  time  allocated, 
if  required,  will  be  announced  at  the 
beginning  of  each  session.  For  accura¬ 
cy  of  the  record,  written  statements 
and  exhibits  are  encouraged  in  place 
of  or  in  addition  to  oral  statements. 
Written  statements  and  exhibits  may 
be  delivered  at  the  hearing  or  mailed 
in  advance  to  the  Commander,  13th 
Coast  Guard  District. 

(54  Stat.  498,  33  U.S.C.  513;  sec.  4(f),  80  Stat. 
934,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1653(f));  sec. 
6(g)(3),  80  Stat.  937  (49  U.S.C.  1655(g)(3)); 
33  CFR  116.20  and  49  CFR  1.46(c)(6)). 

Dated:  July  17,  1978. 

W.  W.  Barrow, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Chief  Office  of  Marine  Envi¬ 
ronment  and  Systems. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20164  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-60] 

Materials  Transportation  Bureau 

OFFICE  OF  HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS 
OPERATIONS 

Applications  for  Exemptions 

AGENCY:  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau,  DOT. 

ACTION:  List  of  applications  for  ex¬ 
emptions. 

SUMMARY:  In  accordance  with  the 
procedures  governing  the  application 
for,  and  the  processing  of,  exemptions 
from  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion’s  Hazardous  Materials  Regula¬ 
tions  (49  CFR  pt.  107,  subpt.  B),  notice 
is  hereby  given  that  the  Office  of  Haz¬ 
ardous  Materials  Operations  of  the 
Materials  Transportation  Bureau  has 
received  the  applications  described 
herein. 

DATES:  Comments  by  August  21, 
J.978. 

ADDRESSED  TO:  Dockets  Branch, 
Information  Services  Division,  Materi¬ 
als  Transportation  Bureau,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20590.  Comments  should 
refer  to  the  application  number  and  be 
submitted  in  triplicate. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION: 

Complete  copies  of  the  applications 
are  available  for  inspection  in  the 
Dockets  Branch,  Room  6500,  Trans 
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Point  Building,  2100  Second  Street 
SW„  Washington,  D.C. 

Each  mode  of  transportation  for 


which  a  particular  exemption  is  re¬ 
quested  is  indicated  by  a  number  in 
the  “Nature  of  Application”  portion  of 
the  table  below  as  follows:  1— Motor 


vehicle,  2— Rail  freight,  3— Cargo 
vessel,  4— Cargo-only  aircraft,  5— Pas¬ 
senger-carrying  aircraft. 


New  Application 


Application  No. 


Applicant 


Regulation(s)  affected 


Nature  of  application 


8013- N 

8014- N 

8015- N 

8016- N 

8017- N 

8018- N 

8019- N 

8020- N . 

8021- N 

8022- N 

8023- N . 

8025- N . 

8026- N . 

8027- N . 

8029- N . 

8030- N . 

8031- N . 

8032- N. 

8033- N. 

8034- N . 

8035- N. 

8036- N. 

8037- N. 

8038- N. 

8039- N. 


Air  Products  &  Chemicals  Inc.,  Allentown,  49  CFR  173.302,  173.304 
Pa. 

Dow  Chemical  Co..  Midland.  Mich .  49  CFR  173.353(a)(2) . . 


Degussa  Corp.,  Frankfurt,  Germany .  49  CFR  173.263,  173.266, 

173.352. 


Forest  Service,  USDA,  Washington,  D.C .  49  CFR  172.101, 175.3, 

175.85. 

Air  Products  &  Chemicals  Inc.,  Allentown.  49  CFR  173.302(a)(3).... 
Pa. 

R.  O.  Hull  &  Co.,  Cleveland.  Ohio .  49  CFR  174.81,  177.848 


Robertshaw  Controls  Co.,  Indiana,  Pa .  49  CFR  173.206, 178.205 


Bemz-o-matic  Corp.,  Rochester,  N.Y . .....  49  CFR  173.3571X1),  178.65- 

10. 


Degussa  Corp.,  Frankfurt,  Germany .  49  CFR  173.119 


Magnavox  Government  &  Industrial  Elec-  49  CFR  172.200,  173.244, 
tronics,  Mahwah,  N.J.  175.3. 

Acurex  Corp.,  Mountain  View,  Calif .  49  CFR  173.302(a)(1), 

173.304,  173.336(a)(2), 
173.337(aXl),  175.3. 

Dow  Chemical  Co.,  Freeport,  Tex .  49  CFR  172.101,  173.154.. 


Oscar  E.  Erickson  Inc.,  Richmond,  Calif .  49  CFR  173.119, 173.245, 

178.340,  178.342,  178.343. 

Carrier  International  Corp.,  Syracuse.  N.Y.  49  CFR  172.101, 173.306(e)... 


Weyerhauser  Co.,  Tacoma,  Wash .  49  CFR  173.346 


Jet  Research,  Arlington,  Tex .  49  CFR  173.80(b),  173.87. 

Fisher  Scientific  Co.,  Fair  Lawn,  N.J .  49  CFR  173.26 . 

Degussa  Corp.,  Frankfurt,  Germany .  49  CFR  173.122 . 


To  authorize  shipment  of  certain  flammable  and 
nonflammable  compressed  gases  in  DOT  specification 
4E240  cylinders.  (Modes  1,  4,  and  5.) 

To  authorize  shipment  of  methyl  bromide  and  methyl 
bromide  mixtures  in  inside  metal  cans  exceeding  speci¬ 
fied  capacity  in  a  DOT  specification  12A  fiberboard  box. 
(Modes  1,  2.  and  3.) 

To  authorize  shipment  of  hydrogen  peroxide  solutions 
and  other  oxidizers  and  cyanide  solutions  in  non-DOT 
specification  IMCO  type  1  portable  tanks.  (Modes  1,  2, 
and  3.) 

To  authorize  transportation  of  certain  explosives  in  pas¬ 
senger-carrying  aircraft  for  firefighting  purposes.  (Mode 
5.) 

To  authorize  shipment  of  methane-ethane  gas  mixture  in 
DOT  specification  3AX,  3AAX,  and  3T  cylinders.  (Mode 
1.) 

To  authorize  shipments  of  cyanide,  or  cyanide  mixtures  in 
the  same  transport  vehicle  (via  highway  or  rail)  with 
acids  or  corresive  liquids.  (Modes  1  and  2.) 

To  authorize  shipment  of  sodium  potassium  matallic 
liquid  alloy  in  non-DOT  specification  fiberboard  box. 
(Modes  1.  2,  and  4.) 

To  authorize  shipment  of  chloropicrin  and  mixtures  of 
chloropicrin  containing  no  compressed  gas  or  poison  A 
liquid  in  DOT  a  specification  39  aluminum  cylinder 
without  safety  device.  (Modes  1  and  2.) 

To  authorize  shipment  of  methyl  methacrylate  monomer 
inhibited  in  non-DOT  specification  IMCO  type  1  porta¬ 
ble  tanks.  (Modes  1,  2,  and  3.) 

To  authorize  shipment  of  potassium  hydroxide  solution 
by  air  without  labeling  and  shipping  paper  description. 
(Modes  4  and  5.) 

To  manufacture,  mark,  and  sell  non-DOT  specification 
FRP  high-pressure  cylinders  having  aluminum  liner  for 
shipment  of  compressed  gases  and  various  other  hazard¬ 
ous  materials.  (Modes  1,  2,  3,  and  4.) 

To  authorize  shipment  of  magnesium  salt-coated  inorgan¬ 
ic  granules  shipped  described  as  water  reactive  solids, 
not  otherwise  specified,  in  watertight,  sift-proof,  closed- 
top,  metal-covered  hopper  rail  cars  and  hopper  motor 
vehicles.  (Modes  1  and  2.) 

To  authorize  the  transportation  of  various  refinery  waste 
and  waste  materials  in  non-DOT  specification  tank 
motor  vehicles.  (Mode  1.) 

To  authorize  shipment  of  air-conditioning  machines  de¬ 
scribed  as  "air-conditioning  machines”  as  an  alternative 
to  "refrigerating  machine.”  (Modes  1  and  3.) 

To  manufacture,  mark,  and  sell  a  non-DOT  specification 
fiberboard  box  for  shipment  of  poison  B  liquids,  not  oth¬ 
erwise  specified,  and  other  hazardous  materials  for 
which  DOT  specification  12B  fiberboard  boxes  are  pre¬ 
scribed.  (Modes  1  and  2.) 

To  authorize  shipment  of  charged  oil  well  jet  perforating 
guns  with  detonating  fuze  installed  therein.  (Mode  1.) 

To  extend  the  metric  measure  equivalency  to  DOT-12P 
packagings  not  exceeding  20  liters  capacity.  (Modes  1 
and  3.) 

To  authorize  shipment  of  acrolein  in  non-DOT  specifica¬ 
tion  IMCO  type  1  portable  tanks.  (Modes  1,  2,  and  3.) 


Fisher  Scientific  Co.,  Fair  Lawn,  N.J .  49  CFR  173.26 .  To  extend  the  metric  measure  equivalency  to  DOT-17C 

and  37P  metal  drums  not  exceeding  20  liters  capacity. 
(Modes  1,  3,  and  4.) 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Adminis-  49  CFR  173.21,  173.304,  To  authorize  shipment  of  compressed  gases,  not  otherwise 
tration,  Washington,  D.C.  173.395.  specified  (solid  methane,  solid  ammonia)  and  certain 

redioactive  materials  in  non-DOT  specification  packag¬ 
ing.  (Mode  1.) 

NL  McCullough  Industries  Inc.,  Houston,  49  CFR  172.101,  173.93 .  To  authorize  shipment  of  propellant  explosives  (solid) 

Tex.  class  B.  as  a  class  C  explosive,  when  shipped  in  small 

quantities  in  non-DOT  specification  packaging.  (Mode 

1.) 

Lear  Siegler  Inc.,  Anaheim,  Calif .  49  CFR  173.302, 175.3 .  To  authorize  shipment  of  compressed  air  in  non-DOT 

specification  coiled  steel  tubing  apparatus.  (Modes  1,  2, 
and  4.) 

Mauser  Packaging  Ltd.,  New  York,  N.Y .  49  CFR  173.127,  173.184,  To  manufacture,  mark,  and  sell  non-DOT  specification 

178.224.  fiber  drums  fitted  with  inside  plastic  bags  for  shipment 

of  nitrocellulose  (wet).  (Modes  1,  2,  and  3.) 

Rea  Magnet  Wire  Co.,  Fort  Wayne,  Ind .  49  CFR  173.28(m) .  To  authorize  the  one-time  reuse  of  DOT-17E  drums  for  a 

flammable  liquid  without  performing  certain 
requalification  tests.  (Mode  1.) 

Chemwood  International  Inc.,  Stamford,  49  CFR  173.245a,  173.245b....  To  authorize  shipment  of  hexachloro-cyclopentadiene,  a 
Conn.  class  B  poison  and  corrosive  liquid,  in  DOT  specification 

51  portable  tanks.  (Modes  1,  2,  and  3.) 
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New  Application— Continued 

Application  No. 

Applicant 

Regulation!  s)  affected 

Nature  of  application 

8040-N . 

.  Mobile  Chemical  Co.,  Richmond,  Va  ... . . 

....  49  CFR  172.101. 173.244, 
173.245,  175.3. 

To  authorize  shipment  of  Di-( 2-ethyl  hexyl)  phosphoric 
acid  as  a  deregulated  noncorrosive  material.  (Modes  1,  2, 
4.  and  5.) 

• _ 

This  notice  of  receipt  of  applications  for  new  exemptions  is  published  in  accordance  with  section  107  of  the  Hazardous 
Materials  Transportation  Act  (49  CFR  U.S.C.  1806;  49  CFR  1.53(e)). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  12,  1978. 

J.  R.  Grothe, 

Chief,  Exemptions  Branch,  Office  of  Hazardous  Materials  Regulation, 

Materials  Transportation  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.  78-19780  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[4910-60] 


OFFICE  OF  HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS 
OPERATIONS 

Application  for  Renewal  of  Exemptions  or  Ap¬ 
plications  To  Become  a  Party  to  an  Exemp¬ 
tion 

AGENCY:  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau,  DOT. 

ACTION:  List  of  applications  for  re¬ 
newal  of  exemption  or  application  to 
become  a  party  to  an  exemption. 

SUMMARY:  In  accordance  with  the 
procedures  governing  the  application 
for,  and  the  processing  of,  exemptions 
from  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion’s  Hazardous  Materials  Regula¬ 
tions  (49  CFR  pt.  107,  subpt.  B),  notice 
is  hereby  given  that  the  Office  of  Haz¬ 
ardous  Materials  Operations  of  the 
Materials  Transportation  Bureau  has 
received  the  applications  described 
herein.  Normally,  the  modes  of  trans¬ 
portation  would  be  identified  and  the 
nature  of  application  would  be  de¬ 
scribed.  However,  this  notice  is  abbre¬ 
viated  to  expedite  docketing  and 
public  notice.  These  applications  have 
been  separated  from  the  new  applica¬ 
tions  for  exemptions  to  facilitate  pro¬ 
cessing. 

DATE:  Comments  by  August  7, 1978. 

ADDRESSED  TO:  Dockets  Branch, 
Information  Services  Division,  Materi¬ 
als  Transportation  Bureau,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20590.  Comments  should 
refer  to  the  application  number  and  be 
submitted  in  triplicate. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION: 

Complete  copies  of  the  applications 
are  available  in  the  Dockets  Branch, 
Room  €500,  Trans  Point  Building, 
2100  Second  Street  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 


Application  No.,  Applicant  and  Renetoal  of 
Exemption 

2981-X  Austin  Powder  Co.,  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  2981. 

3004-X  Airco  Industrial  Gases.  Murray 
Hill,  N.J.,  3004. 

3004-X  Union  Carbide  Corp.,  Tarrytown, 
N.Y.,  3004. 

3004-X  U.S.  Department  of  Defense, 
Washington,  D.C.,  3004. 

3142-X  U.S.  Department  of  Energy.  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.,  3142. 

3768- X  Minerec  Corp.,  Baltimore,  Md., 
3768. 

3941 -X  Aerojet  Solid  Propulsion  Co.,  Sac¬ 
ramento,  Calif.,  3941. 

4790-X  Smith  &  Wesson/General  Ord¬ 
nance  Equipment  Co.,  Pittsburgh.  Pa., 
4790. 

5322-X  San  Diego  Gas  &  Electric  Co.,  San 
Diego,  Calif.,  5322. 

5701-X  E.I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  &  Co., 
Wilmington,  Del.,  5701. 

5852-X  Philadelphia  Gas  Works,  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.,  5852. 

5852-X  Gas  Inc.,  St.  Lowell,  Mass.,  5852. 

6111-X  Liquid  Carbonic  Corp.,  Chicago, 
Ill.,  6111. 

i 

6113-X  San  Diego  Gas  &  Electric  Co.,  San 
Diego,  Calif.,  6113. 

6U3-X  Northwest  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.,  6113. 

6113-X  Bay  State  Gas  Co.,  Canton,  Mass., 
6113. 

6154-X  Uniroyal  Chemical,  Naugatuck, 
Conn.,  6154. 

6253-X  Containertechnik  Hamburg.  West 
Germany,  6253. 

6305-X  Ensign  Bickford  Co.,  Simsbury, 
Conn.  6305. 

6309-X  General  Latex  &  Chemical  Corp., 
Dalton,  Ga.,  6309. 

6530-X  Air  Products  &  Chemicals,  Inc.,  Al¬ 
lentown,  Pa.,  6530. 

6530-X  Chemetron  Industrial  Gases,  Chi¬ 
cago.  Ill.,  6530. 

6536-X  Sunolin  Chemical  Co.,  Claymont, 
Del.,  6536. 

6536-X  Public  Service  Electric  &  Gas  Co., 
Newark,  N.J.,  6536. 

6536-X  Bay  State  Gas  Co.,  Canton,  Mass., 
6536. 

6536-X  New  Jersey  Natural  Gas  Co., 
Asbury  Park,  N.J.,  6536. 


6536-X  Philadelphia  Gas  Works,  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.,  6536. 

6554-X  Bio-Lab,  Inc.,  Conyers,  Ga.,  6554. 

6563-X  Safety  Labortories,  Inc.,  Miami. 
Fla..  6563. 

6616-X  Fenwal  Inc.,  Ashland,  Mass.,  6616. 

6751-X  Dow  Chenical  U.S.A.,  Pittsburg, 
Calif.,  6751. 

6762-X  DuBois  Chemicals  Cincinnati, 
Ohio,  6762. 

6774-X  The  Boeing  Co.,  Seattle,  Wash., 
6774. 

6793-X  Sea  Containers  Services  Ltd., 
London,  England,  6793. 

6806- X  Dow  Chemical  U.S.A.,  Midland, 
Mich.,  6806. 

6858-X  Interpool,  New  York,  N.Y.,  6858. 

6858-X  Orval  Tank  Containers,  Paris 
France,  6858. 

6902-X  Halocarbon  Products  Corp.,  Hack¬ 
ensack,  N.J.,  6902. 

6922-X  Halocarbon  Products  Corp.,  Hack¬ 
ensack,  N.J.,  6922. 

6931-X  Allied  Chemical  Corp.,  Morristown, 
N.J.,  6931. 

7015-X  Cities  Service  Co.,  Tulsa,  Okla., 
7015. 

7020-X  Kerr-McGee  Chemical  Corp.,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla.,  7020. 

7020-X  Penwalt  Corp.,  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
7020. 

7026-X  Hydraulic  Research  Textron, 
Pacoima,  Calif.,  7026. 

7451-X  Union  Carbide  Corp.,  Tarrytown, 
N.Y.,  7451. 

7457-X  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  &  Co.. 
Wilmington,  Del.,  7457. 

7495-X  General  American  Transportation 
Corp.,  Sharon,  Pa.,  7495. 

7544-X  Eastman  Kodak  Co.,  Rochester, 
N.Y,  7544. 

7597-X  Drexel  Chemical  Co.,  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  7597. 

7597-X  Helena  Chemical  Co.,  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  7597. 

7620-X  Eastern  Mediterranean  (Contain¬ 
ers)  Co.,  Ltd.,  London,  England,  7620. 

7628- X  Chemtech  Industries,  Inc.,  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  7628. 

7629- X  Eurotainer,  Paris.  France,  7629. 

7680-X  Sterling  Drug,  Inc.,  New  York, 

N.Y.,  7680. 

7710-X  Midway  Can  Co.,  St.  Paul.  Minn., 
7710. 

7741-X  Bell  Aerospace  Textron,  ‘Buffalo. 
N.Y.,  7741. 
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7744-X  Dow  Corning  Corp.,  Midland, 
Mich.,  7744. 

7768-X  Plasti-Drum  Corp.,  Lockport,  Ill., 
7768. 

7777-X  Ozark-Mahoning  Co.,  Tulsa,  Okla., 
7777. 

7777-X  Saunders  Petroleum  Co.,  Evans, 
Colo.,  7777. 

7796-X  Dow  Chemical  U.S.A.,  Midland, 
Mich.,  7796. 

7813-X  Lithium  Corp.  of  America,  Gasto¬ 
nia,  N.C.,  7813. 

4453-P  Gulf  Oil  Chemicals  Co.,  Merriam, 
Kan.,  4453. 

5107-P  Montana  Sulphur  &  Chemicals  Co., 
Billings.  Mont.,  5107. 

5206-P  Gulf  Oil  Chemicals  Co.,  Merriam, 
Kans.,  5206. 

5248-P  Lawrence  Livermore  Laboratory 
Livermore,  Calif.,  5248. 

5972-P  Atlantic  Container  Line,  Ltd.,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  5972. 

6234-P  Hasa  Chemicals,  Inc.,  Saugus, 
Calif.,  6234. 

6536-P  Southern  Connecticut  Gas  Co., 
Bridgeport,  Conn.,  6536. 

6536-P  Valley  Gas  Co.,  Cumberland,  R.I., 
6536. 

6554-P  Hasa  Chemicals  Inc.,  Saugus,  Calif., 
6554. 

6820-P  Hasa  Chemicals  Inc.,  Saugus,  Calif., 
6820. 

7060-P  NRG  Scientific  Inc.,  Bayse,  Va., 
7060. 

7423-P  Armco  Steel  Corp.,  Middletown, 
Ohio,  7423. 

7423-P  Rossborough  Manufacturing  Co., 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  7423. 

7819-P  Compagnie  des  Containers  Reser¬ 
voirs,  Neuilly-Sur-Seine,  France,  7819. 
7887-P  Estes  Industries,  Inc.,  Penrose, 
Colo.,  7887. 

This  notice  of  receipt  of  applications 
for  renewal  of  exemptions  and  for 
party  to  an  exemption  is  published  in 
accordance  with  section  107  of  the 
Hazardous  Materials  Transportation 
Act  (49  CFR  U.S.C.  1806;  49  CFR 
1.53(e)). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
12,  1978. 

J.  R.  Grothe, 

Chief  Exemptions  Branch, 
Office  of  Hazardous  Materials 
Regulation,  Materials  Trans¬ 
portation  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.  78-19781  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am) 


[4830-01] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Internal  Revenue  Service 


[Delegation  Order  No.  116;  Rev.  2) 

INCOME  AND  ESTATE  TAX  RETURNS 

Delegation  of  Authority  To  Grant  Extensions  of 
Time  To  File 

AGENCY:  Internal  Revenue  Service, 
Treasury. 

ACTION:  Delegation  of  authority. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  delegates 
the  authority  to  grant  extensions  of 
time  to  file  estate  tax  returns  from  the 


Commissioner  to  District  Directors, 
Assistant  District  Directors,  Director 
of  International  Operations,  Assistant 
Director  of  International  Operations, 
Service  Center  Directors  and  Assistant 
Service  Center  Directors.  The  authori¬ 
ty  may  be  redelegated  not  below 
Branch  Chief,  Chief,  Special  Proce¬ 
dures  Staff,  or  Special  Procedures  Of¬ 
ficer,  in  district  offices  and  Office  of 
International  Operations,  and  not 
below  senior  tax  examiners  in  service 
centers.  This  document  also  delegates 
the  authority  to  grant  extensions  of 
time  to  file  income  tax  returns  as 
above,  but  this  authority  may  not  be 
redelegated  below  full  working  level 
tax  examiners  in  service  centers. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  18,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

William  J.  Johnson,  Jr.,  ACTS:R:I, 

Room  7043,  1111  Constitution 

Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

20224,  202-566-3237  (not  toll  free). 

This  document  does  not  meet  the 
criteria  for  significant  regulations  set 
forth  in  paragraph  8  of  the  proposed 
Treasury  directive  appearing  in  the 
Federal  Register  for  Wednesday, 
May  24,  1978. 

Russell  E.  Dyke, 
Director,  Returns  Processing 
and  Accounting  Division. 

Delegation  of  Authority  To  Grant 

Extensions  of  Time  To  File  Income 

and  Estate  Tax  Returns 

The  authority  granted  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Internal  Revenue  by  26 
CFR  1.6081-1,  26  CFR  20.6081-1  and 
26  CFR  301.7701-9  to  grant  extensions 
of  time  to  file  income  and  estate  tax 
returns  is  hereby  delegated  to  District 
Directors,  Assistant  District  Directors, 
Director  of  International  Operations, 
Assistant  Director  of  International 
Operations,  Service  Center  Directors, 
and  Assistant  Service  Center  Direc¬ 
tors. 

The  authority  delegated  herein  for 
estate  tax  returns  may  be  redelegated, 
but  not  below  Branch  Chief,  special 
procedures  staff,  or  special  procedures 
officer,  in  district  offices  and  Office  of 
International  Operations,  and  not 
below  senior  tax  examiners  in  service 
centers. 

The  authority  delegated  herein  for 
income  tax  returns  may  be  redele¬ 
gated,  but  not  below  Branch  Chief, 
Chief,  Special  Procedures  Staff,  or 
Special  Procedures  Officer,  in  district 
offices  and  Office  of  International  Op¬ 
erations,  and  not  below  full  working 
level  tax  examiners  in  service  centers. 


Delegation  Order  No.  116  (Rev.  1), 
issued  July  25, 1975,  is  superseded. 

Jerome  Kurtz, 

Commissioner. 

June  30,  1978. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20184  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am) 


[4810-22] 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

NYLON  YARN  FROM  FRANCE 

Antidumping;  Withholding  of  Appraisement 
Notice  and  Determination  of  Sales  at  Less 
Than  Fair  Value 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Treasury  Department. 

ACTION:  Withholding  of 

appraisement  and  dertermination  of 
sales  at  less  than  fair  value. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  is  to  advise 
the  public  that  an  antidumping  inves¬ 
tigation  has  resulted  in  a  determina¬ 
tion  that  nylon  yam  from  France  is 
being  sold  at  less  than  fair  value  under 
the  Antidumping  Act,  1921.  (Sales  at 
less  than  fair  value  generally  occur 
when  the  price  of  merchandise  for  ex¬ 
portation  to  the  United  States  is  less 
than  the  price  of  such  or  similar  mer¬ 
chandise  sold  in  the  home  market  or 
to  third  countries.)  Appraisements  of 
entries  of  this  merchandise  will  be  sus¬ 
pended  for  3  months.  This  case  is 
being  referred  to  the  U.S.  internation¬ 
al  Trade  Commission  for  a  determina¬ 
tion  concerning  possible  injury  to  an 
industry  in  the  United  States. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  20,  1978. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Michael  E.  Crawford,  Duty  Assess¬ 
ment  Division,  U.S.  Customs  Service, 
1301  Constitution  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20229,  telephone 
202-566-5492. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  December  15,  1977,  a  petition  in 
proper  form  was  received  from  E.I.  du 
Pont  de  Nemours  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Wil¬ 
mington,  Del.,  alleging  that  nylon 
yarn  from  France  is  being  sold  at  less 
than  fair  value,  thereby  causing  injury 
to,  or  the  likelihood  of  injury  to,  an  in¬ 
dustry  in  the  United  States,  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Antidumping  Act, 
1921,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  160  et 
seq.)  (referred  to  in  this  notice  as  “the 
act”).  On  the  basis  of  this  information 
and  subsequent  preliminary  investiga¬ 
tion  by  the  Customs  Service,  an 
“Antidumping  Proceeding  Notice”  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
January  25,  1978  (43  FR  3470). 

For  purposes  of  this  investigation, 
the  term  “nylon  yarn”  means  nylon 
yarn  and  grouped  nylon  filaments,  not 
textured,  provided  for  in  items 
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309.3030,  309.3130.  310.0149,  and 

310.0249,  Tariff  Schedules  af  the 
United  States,  Annotated  (TSUSA). 

Statement  of  Reasons  on  Which  This 
Determination  Is  Based 

The  reasons  and  basis  for  the  above 
determination  are  as  follows: 

(a)  Scope  of  the  investigation.— Virtually 
all  of  the  imports  of  the  subject  merchan¬ 
dise  from  Prance  are  manufactured  by 
Rhone  Poulenc  Textiles.  Paris.  Prance. 
Therefore,  the  investigation  was  limited  to 
this  manufacturer. 

(b)  Basis  of  comparison.— For  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  considering  whether  the  merchan¬ 
dise  in  question  is  being,  or  is  likely  to  be, 
sold  at  less  then  fair  value  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  the  act,  the  proper  basis  of  compari¬ 
son  is  between  the  purchase  price  and  the 
home  market  price  of  such  or  similar  mer¬ 
chandise.  Purchase  price,  as  defined  in  sec¬ 
tion  203  of  the  act  (19  U.S.C.  162),  was  used 
since  all  export  sales  to  the  United  States 
were  made  to  nonrelated  customers.  Home 
market  price,  as  defined  in  section  153.2, 
Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR  153.2)  was 
used  since  such  or  similar  merchandise  was 
sold  in  the  home  market  in  sufficient  quan¬ 
tities  to  provide  a  basis  for  fair  value. 

In  accordance  with  section  153.31(b),  Cus¬ 
toms  Regulations  (19  CFR  153.31(b)), 
pricing  information  was  obtained  concern¬ 
ing  imports  and  home  market  sales  during 
the  period  August  1,  1977,  through  January 
31,  1978. 

(c)  Purchase  price.— For  the  purposes  of 
this  determination,  since  all  merchandise 
was  purchased  or  agreed  to  be  purchased 
prior  to  the  time  of  exportation,  by  the  per¬ 
sons  by  whom  or  for  whose  account  it  was 
imported,  within  the  meaning  of  section  203 
of  the  act,  the  purchase  price  has  been  cal¬ 
culated  on  the  basis  of  the  C  and  P  price  to 
Wilmington,  N.C.,  and  Charleston,  S.C.  Ad¬ 
justments  were  allowed  for  ocean  freight 
and  inland  freight. 

(d)  Home  market  price.— For  the  purposes 
of  this  determination  of  sales  at  less  then 
fair  value,  the  home  market  price  has  been 
calculated  on  the  basis  of  the  delivered  price 
with  adjustments  for  inland  freight  and  ad¬ 
vertising. 

The  adjustment  for  advertising  expenses 
was  made  in  accordance  with  section  153.10 
of  the  Customs  Regulations  (19  CPR  153.10) 
in  that  the  expenses  were  incurred  for  the 
benefit  of  the  purchaser. 

Respondent  also  made  claims  for 
ajustments  based  on  expenses  incurred  for 
technical  and  marketing  services  provided 
customers  in  the  home  market.  However,  in 
neither  instance  was  the  claim  shown  to  be 
directly  related  to  the  sales  under  considera¬ 
tion,  as  required  by  section  153.10,  Customs 
Regulations  (19  CPR  153.10).  Further,  in¬ 
sufficient  documentation  was  provided  con¬ 
cerning  these  claims.  Therefore,  these  ad¬ 
justments  were  disallowed. 

(e)  Results  of  fair  value  comparisons.— 
Using  the  above  criteria,  comparisons  were 
made  on  approximately  83  percent  of  the 
nylon  yam  sales  to  the  United  States  during 
the  representative  period.  Those  compari¬ 
sons  indicate  that  the  purchase  price  was 
less  then  the  home  market  price  of  such  or 
similar  merchandise.  Margins  were  found 
ranging  from  approximately  18  to  27 
percent  on  100  percent  of  the  sales  com¬ 
pared.  The  weighted  average  margin  of 


those  sales  on  which  comparisons  were 
made  amounted  to  22.5  percent. 

The  Secretary  has  provided  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  known  interested  persons 
to  present  written  and  oral  views  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  153.40,  Customs  Regulations 
(19  CPR  153.40).  However,  no  one  has 
elected  to  present  such  views. 

Based  on  the  reasons  noted  above. 
Customs  officers  are  being  directed  to 
withhold  appraisement  of  nylon  yam 
from  Prance  in  accordance  with 
§  153.48,  Customs  Regulations  (19  CPR 
153.48). 

This  withholding  of  appraisement 
notice,  which  is  published  pursuant  to 
§  153.35(a),  Customs  Regulations  (19 
CFR  153.35(a)),  shall  become  effective 
July  20,  1978.  It  shall  cease  to  be  effec¬ 
tive  at  the  expiration  of  3  months 
from  the  date  of  this  publication 
unless  previously  revoked. 

The  U.S.  International  Trade  Com¬ 
mission  is  being  advised  of  this  deter¬ 
mination. 

This  determination  is  being  pub¬ 
lished  pursuant  to  section  201(d)  of 
the  act  (19  U.S.C.  160(d)). 

Robert  H.  Mundheim, 
General  Counsel 
of  the  Treasury. 

July  14,  1978. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20147  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[8320-01] 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

STATION  COMMITTEE  ON  EDUCATIONAL 
ALLOWANCES 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
section  V,  Review  Procedure  and  Hear¬ 
ing  Rules,  Station  Committee  on  Edu¬ 
cational  Allowances,  that  on  Wednes¬ 
day,  August  16,  1978,  at  1  p.m.,  the 
Des  Moines  Regional  Office  Station 
Committee  on  Educational  Allowances 
shall,  at  room  1021,  Federal  Building, 
210  Walnut  Street,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50309,  conduct  a  hearing  to  determine 
whether  Veterans’  Administration 
benefits  to  all  eligible  persons  enrolled 
at  Airway  Services,  Inc.,  Flight  School, 
P.O.  Box  663,  Sergeant  Bluff,  Iowa 
51054,  should  be  discontinued,  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  38  C.F.R.  21.4134,  because  a 
requirement  of  law  is  not  being  met  or 
a  provision  of  the  law  has  been  violat¬ 
ed.  All  interested  persons  shall  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  attend,  appear  before,  or  file 
statements  with  the  committee  at  that 
time  and  place. 


Dated:  July  14,  1978. 

Norman  W.  Bauer, 
Assistant  Director,  VA  Regional 
Office,  Federal  Building,  210 
Walnut  Street,  Des  Moines,  IA 
50309. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20136  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am) 


[8320-01] 

STATION  COMMITTEE  ON  EDUCATIONAL 
ALLOWANCES 

Notice  of  Mooting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
section  V,  Review  Procedure  and  Hear¬ 
ing  Rules,  Station  Committee  on  Edu¬ 
cational  Allowances,  that  on  August  9, 
1978,  at  10  a.m.,  the  San  Francisco  Re¬ 
gional  Office  Station  Committee  on 
Educational  Allowances  shall,  at  211 
Main  Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 
94105,  conduct  a  hearing  to  determine 
whether  Veterans’  Administration 
benefits  to  all  eligible  persons  enrolled 
in  Karl’s  Flying  Service,  Lincoln  Air¬ 
port,  Lincoln,  Calif.  95648,  should  be 
discontinued,  as  provided  in  38  C.F.R. 
21.4134,  because  a  requirement  of  law 
is  not  being  met  or  a  provision  of  the 
law  has  been  violated.  All  interested 
persons  shall  be  permitted  to  attend, 
appear  before,  or  file  statements  with 
the  committee  at  that  time  and  place. 

Dated:  July  11, 1978. 

Fred  F.  Bradley, 
Acting  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20137  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 

[7035-01] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 

COMMISSION 

[Decisions  Volume  No.  13] 

DECISION-NOTICE 

Decided:  July  6, 1978.  . 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  special  rule  247  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  (49  CFR 
1100.247).  These  rules  provide,  among 
other  things,  that  a  protest  to  the 
granting  of  an  application  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  after  the  date  notice  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Failure  to  file  a  protest, 
within  30  days,  will  be  considered  as  a 
waiver  of  opposition  to  the  applica¬ 
tion.  A  protest  under  these  rules 
should  comply  with  rule  247(e)(3)  of 
the  rules  of  practice  which  requires 
that  it  set  forth  specifically  the 
grounds  upon  which  it  is  made,  con¬ 
tain  a  detailed  statement  of  Protes¬ 
tant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding  (as 
specifically  noted  below),  and  shall 
specify  with  particularity  the  facts, 
matters,  and  things  relied  upon,  but 
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shall  not  include  issues  or  allegations 
phrased  generally.  A  protestant 
should  include  a  copy  of  the  specific 
portions  of  its  authority  which  protes¬ 
tant  believes  to  be  in  conflict  with 
that  sought  in  the  application,  and  de¬ 
scribe  in  detail  the  method— whether 
by  joinder,  interline,  or  other  means— 
by  which  protestant  would  use  such 
authority  to  provide  all  or  part  of  the 
service  proposed.  Protests  not  in  rea¬ 
sonable  compliance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  rules  may  be  rejected. 
The  original  and  one  copy  of  the  pro¬ 
test  shall  be  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  and  a  copy  shall  be  served  con¬ 
currently  upon  applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive,  or  upon  applicant  if  no  represent¬ 
ative  is  named.  If  the  protest  includes 
a  request  for  oral  hearing,  such  re¬ 
quest  shall  meet  the  requirements  of 
section  247(e)(4)  of  the  special  rules 
and  shall  include  the  certification  re¬ 
quired  in  that  section. 

Section  247(f)  provides,  in  part,  that 
an  applicant  which  dc~s  not  intend 
timely  to  prosecute  its  application 
shall  promptly  request  that  it  be  dis¬ 
missed,  and  that  failure  to  prosecute 
an  application  under  the  procedures  of 
the  Commission  will  result  in  its  dis¬ 
missal. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  notice,  decision,  or  letter 
which  will  be  served  on  each  party  of 
record.  Broadening  amendments  will 
not  be  accepted  after  the  date  of  this 
publication. 

Any  authority  granted  may  reflect 
administratively  acceptable  restrictive 
amendments  to  the  service  proposed 
below.  Some  of  the  applications  may 
have  been  modified  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority.  Also, 
where  authority  has  been  sought 
within  a  single  State,  authority  to  pro¬ 
vide  such  service  has  been  deleted 
where  there  has  been  no  showing  that 
such  service  would  be  other  than  in¬ 
trastate  in  nature. 

We  find  preliminarily  that,  with  the 
exception  of  those  applications  involv¬ 
ing  duly  noted  problems  (e.g.,  unre¬ 
solved  common  control,  unresolved  fit¬ 
ness  questions,  and  jurisdictional  prob¬ 
lems)  to  authorization,  each  applicant 
has  demonstrated  that  its  proposed 
service  should  be  authorized.  This  de¬ 
cision  is  not  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  within  the 
meaning  of  the  National  Environmen¬ 
tal  Policy  Act  of  1969. 

It  is  ordered:  In  the  absence  of  legal¬ 
ly  sufficient  protests,  filed  on  or 
before  August  21,  1978  (or,  if  the  ap¬ 
plication  later  becomes  unopposed), 
appropriate  authority  will  be  issued  to 
each  applicant  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  upon  compliance  with 
certain  requirements  which  will  be  set 
forth  in  a  notification  of  effectiveness 


of  this  decision-notice.  To  the  extent 
that  the  authority  sought  below  may 
duplicate  an  applicant’s  existing  au¬ 
thority,  such  duplication  shall  not  be 
construed  as  conferring  more  than  a 
single  operating  right. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board 
No.  1  members  Carleton,  Joyce,  and 
Jones  (Review  Eoard  member  Jones 
not  participating). 

Nancy  L.  Wilson, 
Acting  Secretary. 

MC  730  (Sub-415F),  filed  June  1, 
1978.  Applicant:  PACIFIC 

INTERMOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  a 
corporation,  P.O.  Box  958,  Oakland, 
CA  94604.  Representative:  R.  N. 
Cooledge  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  granted  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Carbon  dioxide,  between  points  In  AZ, 
CA,  CO,  ID,  MT,  NV,  NM,  OR,  UT, 
WA,  and  WY.  (Hearing  site:  San  Fran¬ 
cisco  or  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

Notb.— The  certificate  granted  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  will  expire  5  years  from  the  date  of 
issuance. 

MC  3854  (Sub~i3F),  filed  May  23, 
1978.  Applicant:  BURTON  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  11306,  East  Durham 
Station,  Durham,  NC  27703.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Edward  G.  Villalon,  1032 
Pennsylvania  Building,  Pennsylvania 
Avenue  and  13th  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC  20004.  Authority  granted 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Composition  board,  in¬ 
sulating  boards,  and  building  materi¬ 
als,  from  the  facilities  of  the  Celotex 
Corp.  (1)  at  or  near  Elizabethtown, 
KY,  to  points  in  AL,  CT,  FL,  GA.  KY, 
ME,  MA,  NH.  NC,  RI,  SC,  TN,  VT.  VA, 
and  WV;  (2)  at  or  near  Pennsauken, 
NJ,  to  points  in  AL,  FL,  GA,  KY,  NC, 
SC,  TN,  and  WV;  and  (3)  at  or  near 
Lockland,  OH,  to  points  in  AL,  FL, 
GA,  KY,  NC,  SC,  TN.  VA.  and  WV. 
(Hearing  site:  Tampa,  FL  or  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC.) 

MC  5470  (Sub-151F),  filed  June  7, 
1978.  Applicant:  TAJON,  INC.,  R.F.D. 
5,  Mercer,  PA  16137.  Representative: 
Brian  L.  Troiano,  918  16th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20006.  Authority 
granted  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Brass  residue,  in 
dump  vehicles,  from  Waterbury,  CT  to 
Kearny,  NJ.  (Hearing  site:  Philadel¬ 
phia,  PA  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  23618  (Sub-30F),  filed  June  8, 
1978.  Applicant:  McALISTER 

TRUCKING  CO.  d.b.a.  MATCO,  P.O. 
Box  2377,  Abilene,  TX  79604.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Larry  Wells,  Suite  1125 
Exchange  Park,  P.O.  Box  45538, 
Dallas,  TX  75245.  Authority  granted 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 


motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Agricultural  parts  and 
implements  (except  in  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  Clearfield  UT,  to  points  in 
AZ,  AR,  CA,  CO,  IL,  IA,  KS,  LA,  MO, 
NE,  NV,  NM,  OK,  and  TX.  (Hearing 
site:  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  or  Dallas, 
TX.) 

MC  37070  (Sub-5F),  filed  June  6. 
1978.  Applicant:  STEVEN  CVETAN 
and  JOSEPH  CVETAN,  a  partnership 
d.b.a.  CVETAN  BROS.,  R.F.D.  No.  1, 
Ringoes,  NJ  08551.  Representative: 
Alan  Kahn,  1920  Two  Penn  Center 
Plaza,  Philadelphia,  PA  19102.  Author¬ 
ity  granted  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer,  in 
bulk,  from  Cranbury,  NJ,  to  points  in 
Suffolk  County,  NY.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC  or  Philadelphia,  PA.) 

MC  42261  (Sub-137F),  filed  May  26. 
1978.  Applicant:  LANGER  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORP.,  Box  305,  Jersey  City, 
NJ  07303.  Representative:  W.  C. 
Mitchell,  370  Lexington  Avenue,  New 
York,  NY  10017.  Authority  granted  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Metal  containers,  from  Salis¬ 
bury,  NC,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK,  HI,  and  NC). 
(Hearing  site:  Richmond,  VA,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  50069  (Sub-535F*),  filed  June  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  REFINERS  TRANS¬ 
PORT  &  TERMINAL  CORP.,  445 
Earlwood  Avenue,  Oregon,  OH  43616. 
Representative:  J.  A.  Kundtz,  1100  Na¬ 
tional  City  Bank  Building,  Cleveland, 
OH  44114.  Authority  granted  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Cathodic  electrocoast  pigment 
feed  and  cathodic  electrocoat  resin,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Mount 
Clemens,  MI,  to  points  in  GA.  (Hear¬ 
ing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  50935  (Sub-22F),  filed  June  2, 
1978.  Applicant:  WOLVERINE 

TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation,  1020 
Doris  Road,  Pontiac,  MI  48057.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  William  B.  Elmer,  21635 
East  Nine  Mile  Road,  St.  Clair  Shores, 
MI  48080.  Authority  granted  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Malt  beverages,  from  Columbus, 
OH  to  Detroit,  MI.  (Hearing  site:  De¬ 
troit,  MI.) 

MC  52704  (Sub-174F),  filed  May  30, 
1978.  Applicant:  GLENN 

McClendon  trucking  co.,  inc., 

P.O.  Drawer  H,  LaFayette,  AL  36862. 
Representative:  Archie  B.  Culbreth, 
Suite  202,  2200  Century  Parkway,  At¬ 
lanta,  GA  30345.  Authority  granted  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans- 


•Dual  operations  may  be  involved  in  these 
proceedings. 
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porting:  Refrigerated  vending  ma¬ 
chines,  from  the  facilities  of  Cavalier 
Corp.,  at  Chattanooga,  TN,  to  points 
in  AL,  FL,  GA,  and  MS.  (Hearing  site: 
Atlanta,  GA.) 

MC  70557  (Sub-4F*),  filed  June  2, 
1978.  Applicant:  NIELSEN  BROS, 
CARTAGE  CO.,  INC.,  4619  West 
Homer  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60639.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  Carl  L.  Steiner,  39  South 
LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60603.  Au¬ 
thority  granted  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over 
irregular  routes  transporting:  (1) 
Building  board,  wallboard,  and  insu¬ 
lating  board;  and  (2)  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  Installation  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities  of 
Armstrong  Cork  Co.,  at  Pensacola,  FL, 
to  points  in  AL,  LA,  MS,  TN,  and  TX. 
(Hearing  site:  Pensacola,  FL.). 

MC  87717  (Sub-lOF),  filed  May  30, 
1978.  Applicant:  FANELLI  BROS. 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation,  529 
North  Coal  Street,  Pottsville,  PA 
17901.  Representative:  S.  Berne  Smith, 
100  Pine  Street,  P.O.  Box  1166,  Harris¬ 
burg,  PA  17108.  Authority  granted  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Beverage  container  caps, 
(a)  from  the  facilities  of  Zapata  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc.,  at  Butner,  NC,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK,  HI), 
and  (b)  from  the  facilities  of  Zapata 
Industries,  Inc.,  in  West  Mahanoy 
Township,  PA,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  ID, 
ME,  MT,  NV,  NM,  ND,  OR.  UT,  WA, 
and  WY;,  (2)  Perforated  steel  sheets, 
from  the  facilities  of  Zapata  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc.,  (a)  at  Butner,  NC, 
Muskogee,  OK,  and  West  Mahanoy 
Township,  PA,  to  Springdale  and 
Stamford,  CT,  Miami,  FL,  Stoneham, 
MA,  Crooksville,  OH,  and  Richmond, 
VA,  (b)  at  Butner,  NC,  and  Muskogee, 
OK,  to  Tampa,  FL,  New  Albany,  IN, 
and  Millersport,  OH,  (c)  at  Butner, 
NC,  to  Sparks,  NV,  and  Dallas,  TX, 
and  (d)  at  West  Mahanoy  Township, 
PA,  to  Sparks,  NV;  (3)  Steel  sheets,  (a) 
from  Portage,  IN,  Sparrows  Point, 
MD,  and  Weirton,  WV,  to  the  facilities 
of  Zapata  Industries,  Inc.,  at  Butner, 
NC,  Muskogee,  OK,  and  West 
Mahanoy  Township,  PA,  and  (b)  from 
Falls  Township,  Irwin,  and  Aliquippa, 
PA,  to  the  facilities  of  Zapata  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc.,  at  Butner,  NC,  and 
Muskogee,  OK;  (4)  Machinery,  materi¬ 
als,  and  supplies  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  and  distribution  of  beverage  con¬ 
tainer  caps,  between  the  facilities  of 
Zapata  Industries,  Inc.,  at  Butner,  NC, 
Muskogee,  OK,  and  West  Mahanoy 
Township,  PA;  (5)  Aluminum,  from 
Alcoa,  TN,  to  the  facilities  of  Zapata 
Industries,  Inc.,  at  Butner,  NC, 
Muskogee,  OK,  and  West  Mahanoy 


•Dual  operations  may  be  involved  in  these 
proceedings. 


Township,  PA;  (6)  Baled  scrap  alumi¬ 
num,  from  the  facilities  of  Zapata  In¬ 
dustries,  Inc.,  at  Butner,  NC, 
Muskogee,  OK,  and  West  Mahanoy 
Township,  PA,  to  Rochester,  NY;  (7) 
Protective  shipping  materials,  from 
Timonium,  MD,  and  Cincinnati,  OH, 
to  the  facilities  of  Zapata  Industries, 
Inc.,  at  Butner,  NC,  Muskogee,  OK, 
and  West  Mahanoy  Township,  PA; 
and  (8)  Paper  and  plastic  bags,  from 
Savannah,  GA,  to  the  facilities  of 
Zapata  Industries,  Inc.,  at  Butner,  NC, 
Muskogee,  OK,  and  West  Mahanoy 
Township,  PA.  (Hearing  site:  Harris¬ 
burg,  PA  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  92068  (Sub-20F),  filed  June  8, 
1978.  Applicant:  MUTUAL  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  President  and 
Fleet  Streets,  Baltimore,  MD  21202. 
Representative:  Walter  T.  Evans,  7401 
Wisconsin  Avenue,  Washington,  DC 
20014.  Authority  granted  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  retail  and  discount  depart¬ 
ment  stores,  (1)  between  the  facilities 
of  Mutual,  Transportation,  Inc.,  at 
Baltimore,  MD,  and  Washington,  DC, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
the  facilities  of  the  Woolworth  Stores 
of  F.  W.  Woolworth  Co.,  at  Frederick 
and  Westminster,  MD,  and 
Fredericksburg,  VA,  and  (2)  between 
the  facilities  of  Mutual  Transporta¬ 
tion,  Inc.,  at  Baltimore,  MD,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  the  facili¬ 
ties  or  the  K  Mart  Stores  of  K  Mart 
Corporation,  at  Elkton  and  Salisbury, 
MD.  (Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  94265  (Sub-272F),  filed  June  14, 
1978.  Applicant:  BONNEY  MOTOR 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  305,  Route 
460,  Windsor,  VA  23487.  Representa¬ 
tive:  John  J.  Capo,  Suite  212,  5299 
Roswell  Road  NE.,  Atlanta,  GA  30342. 
Authority  granted  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products  and  meat  by¬ 
products  as  described  in  section  A  of 
appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
MCC  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Land  O’Frost,  Inc.,  at  Searcy, 
AR,  to  Philadelphia,  PA,  and  points  in 
DE,  MD,  WV,  and  DC.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  104654  (Sub-161F),  filed  May  23, 
1978.  Applicant:  COMMERCIAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  469, 
Belleville,  IL  62222.  Representative: 
Edward  G.  Villalon,  1032  Pennsylvania 
Building,  Pennsylvania  Avenue  and 
13th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20004.  Authority  granted  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Lubricating  oil,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  St.  Louis,  MO,  to  points  in 


AR,  CO,  IA,  KS.  LA,  NE,  MN,  MS, 
OK,  TN,  and  TX.  (Hearing  site:  Des 
Moines,  IA  or  St.  Louis,  MO.) 

MC  106398  (Sub-806F),  filed  June  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  NATIONAL  TRAIL¬ 
ER  CONVOY,  INC.,  525  South  Main, 
Tulsa,  OK  74103.  Representative:  Irvin 
Tull,  525  South  Main,  Tulsa,  OK 
74103.  Authority  granted  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Composition  board,  from  the  facilities 
of  the  Celotex  Corp.,  at  or  near  Texar¬ 
kana,  AR,  to  points  in  AZ,  NM,  and 
CO.  (Hearing  site:  Tampa,  FL.) 

Note.— The  certificate  in  this  proceeding 
will  be  limited  to  a  period  expiring  3  years 
from  the  effective  date  thereof  unless,  not 
less  than  2.5  years  or  more  than  2.75  years 
from  the  date  of  issuance  of  the  certificate, 
applicant  files  a  petition  for  the  extension 
of  said  certificate  and  demonstrates  that  it 
has  been  conducting  operations  in  full  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of  its 
certificate  and  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  regulations  thereunder. 

MC  106398  (Sub-807F),  filed  June  16, 
1978.  Applicant:  NATIONAL  TRAIL¬ 
ER  CONVOY,  INC.,  525  South  Main, 
Tulsa,  OK  74103.  Representative:  Irvin 
Tull,  525  South  Main,  Tulsa,  OK 
74103.  Authority  granted  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Iron  and  steel  articles,  from  Canfield, 
Mingo  Junction,  Martins  Ferry,  Steu¬ 
benville,  and  Yorkville,  OH, 
Beechbotton,  Benwood,  and  Wheeling, 
WV,  and  Allenport  and  Monessen,  PA, 
to  points  in  AL,  AR,  FL,  GA.  KY,  LA, 
MS,  NC,  OK,  SC.  TN.  TX,  and  VA. 
(Hearing  site:  Philadelphia,  PA.) 

Note.— The  certificate  in  this  proceeding 
will  be  limited  to  a  period  expiring  3  years 
from  the  effective  date  thereof  unless,  not 
less  than  2.5  years  nor  more  than  2.75  years 
from  the  date  of  issuance  of  the  certificate, 
applicant  files  a  petition  for  the  extension 
of  said  certificate  and  demonstrates  that  it 
has  been  conducting  operations  in  full  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of  its 
certificate  and  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  regulations  thereunder. 

MC  106398  (Sub-808F),  filed  June  16, 
1978.  Applicant:  NATIONAL  TRAIL¬ 
ER  CONVOY,  INC.,  525  South  Main, 
Tulsa,  OK  74103.  Representative:  Irvin 
Tull,  525  South  Main,  Tulsa,  OK 
74103.  Authority  granted  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Hardwood,  plywood,  paneling, 
hardboard,  particle  board,  gypsum, 
mold,  and  trim  (1)  from  Charleston, 
SC,  Jacksonville  and  Tampa,  FL,  New 
Orleans,  LA,  and  Savannah,  GA,  to 
the  facilities  of  Paneling  Industries, 
Inc.,  at  Fort  Valley,  GA,  and  (2)  from 
the  facilities  of  Paneling  Industries, 
Inc.,  at  Fort  Valley,  GA,  to  points  in 
AL,  AR,  FL,  IL,  IN,  KY,  LA,  MN,  MO, 
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MS,  KS,  NC,  OH.  PA.  SC.  TN,  TX.  VA. 
and  WV.  (Hearing  site:  Atlanta,  GA.) 

Note.— The  certificate  in  this  proceeding 
will  be  limited  to  a  period  expiring  3  years 
from  the  effective  date  thereof  unless,  not 
less  than  2.5  years  nor  more  than  2.75  years 
from  the  date  of  issuance  of  the  certificate, 
applicant  files  a  petition  for  the  extension 
of  said  certificate  and  demonstrates  that  it 
has  been  conducting  operations  in  full  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of  its 
certificate  and  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion's  regulations  therunder. 

MC  106398  (Sub-809F),  filed  June  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  NATIONAL  TRAIL¬ 
ER  CONVOY,  INC.,  525  South  Main, 
Tulsa,  OK  74103.  Representative:  Irvin 
Tull,  525  South  Main,  Tulsa,  OK 
74103.  Authority  granted  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  my  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Composition  board,  from  the  facilities 
of  The  Celotex  Corp.,  at  or  near 
Marion,  SC,  to  points  in  AR,  CO,  IA, 
KS,  LA,  MN,  MO,  MT,  NE,  NM,  ND, 
OK,  SD,  TX,  and  WY.  (Hearing  site: 
Tampa,  FL.) 

Note.— The  certificate  in  this  proceeding 
will  be  limited  to  a  period  expiring  3  years 
from  the  effective  date  thereof  unless,  not 
less  than  2.5  years  nor  more  than  2.75  years 
from  the  date  of  issuance  of  the  certificate, 
applicant  filed  a  petition  for  the  extension 
of  said  certificate  and  demonstrates  that  it 
has  been  conducting  operations  in  full  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of  its 
certificate  and  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion's  regulations  thereunder. 

MC  108185  (Sub-51F),  filed  June  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  JACK  COLE-DIXIE 
HIGHWAY  CO.,  an  Alabama  corpora¬ 
tion,  215  South  11th  Street,  Minne¬ 
apolis,  MN  55403.  Representative: 
Cecil  L.  Goettsch,  1100  Des  Moines 
Building,  Des  Moines,  IA  50309.  Au¬ 
thority  granted  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Tractors  (except  tractors  with  vehicle 
beds,  bed  frames,  or  fifth  wheels),  (2) 
agricultural  machinery  and  imple¬ 
ments,  (3)  industrial  and  construction 
machinery  and  equipment,  and  (4) 
parts,  attachments,  and  accessories  for 
(1)  through  (3)  above,  from  Detroit,  to 
points  in  AL,  GA,  MS,  FL,  and  LA. 
(Hearing  site:  Des  Moines,  IA,  or  De¬ 
troit,  MI.) 

MC  110420  (Sub-780F),  filed  June  1, 
1978.  Applicant:  QUALITY  CARRI¬ 
ERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  186,  Pleasant 
Prairie,  WI  53158.  Representative: 
John  R.  Sims,  Jr.,  915  Pennsylvania 
Building.  425  13th  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC  20004.  Authority  granted 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Dry  adhesive  glue,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Milwau¬ 
kee,  WI,  to  points  in  IL.  IN,  MA,  MN. 


NY,  OH,  and  PA.  (Hearing  site:  Chica¬ 
go,  IL,  or  Milwaukee,  WI.) 

MC  110420  (Sub-781F),  filed  June  1, 
1978.  Applicant:  QUALITY  CARRI¬ 
ERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  186,  Pleasant 
Prairie,  WI  53158.  Representative: 
John  R.  Sims,  Jr.,  915  Pennsylvania 
Building,  425  13th  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC  20004.  Authority  granted 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Liquid  chemicals,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Port  Ed¬ 
wards,  WI,  to  points  in  IL  and  AL. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  111201  (Sub-31F),  filed  May  22, 
1978.  Applicant:  J.  N.  ZELLNER  & 
SON  TRANSFER  CO.,  a  corporation, 
P.O.  Box  91247,  East  Point.  GA  30364. 
Representative:  Archie  B.  Culbreth, 
Suite  202,  2200  Century  Parkway,  At¬ 
lanta,  GA  30345.  Authority  granted  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Containers,  container 
ends,  and  container  closures,  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  commod¬ 
ities  named  in  (1)  above,  between  the 
facilities  of  American  Can  Corp.,  at 
Chattanooga,  TN,  and  Forest  Park, 
GA.  (Hearing  site:  Atlanta,  GA.) 

MC  113855  (Sub-433F),  filed  June  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  INTERNATIONAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  an  ND  corpora¬ 
tion,  2450  Marion  Road  SE.,  Roches¬ 
ter,  MN  55901.  Representative:  Alan 
Foss,  502  First  National  Bank  Build¬ 
ing,  Fargo,  ND  58102.  Authority  grant¬ 
ed  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Pipe  and  iron  and  steel 
articles,  between  El  Paso  and  Lubbock, 
TX,  Albuquerque,  Farmington,  and 
Clovis,  NM,  and  Salt  Lake  City,  UT,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Albuquer¬ 
que,  NM.) 

MC  114211  (Sub-361F),  filed  May  15, 
1978.  Applicant:  WARREN  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420,  Waterloo. 
IA  50704.  Representative:  Adelor  J. 
Warren  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  granted  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Plywood,  particleboard,  hardboard, 
and  gypsum,  and  (2)  molding  and  ac¬ 
cessories  used  in  the  installation  of 
the  commodities  in  (1)  above,  from  the 
facilities  of  Weyerhaeuser  Co.,  at  or 
near  Chesapeake,  VA,  to  points  in  WA, 
OR,  CA,  NV,  ID,  MT,  WY,  UT,  AZ, 
CO.  NM,  TX.  OK,  AR,  LA.  MS.  AL, 
GA,  FL,  SC.  TN,  NC.  KY.  VA.  MD. 
DE.  NJ,  NY,  CT,  RI,  MA.  VT.  NH,  and 
ME.  (Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC,  or 
Richmond,  VA.) 

MC  114211  (Sub-363F),  filed  May  25. 
1978.  Applicant:  WARREN  TRANS¬ 


PORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  420,  Waterloo. 
IA  50704.  Representative:  Adelor  J. 
Warren  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  granted  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Agricultural  parts  and 
implements  (except  in  bulk),  from 
Clearfie’^,  UT,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Salt  Lake  City,  UT.) 

MC  115311  (Sub-284F),  filed  May  19, 
1978.  Applicant:  J  &  M  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  488, 
Milledgeville,  GA  31061.  Representa¬ 
tive:  K.  Edward  Wolcott,  P.O.  Box  872, 
Atlanta,  GA  30301.  Authority  granted 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Fabricated  metal  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  iron  and  steel  sheets,  and 
coils,  from  the  facilities  of  United 
States  Gypsum  Co.,  in  Trumbull 
County,  OH,  to  points  in  AL,  GA,  LA, 

MS.  TN,  TX,  OK,  AR,  FL,  NC,  SC,  and 
VA.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  117119  (Sub-694F).  filed  June  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  WILLIS  SHAW 
FROZEN  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
188,  Elm  Springs,  AR  72728.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  L.  M.  MoLean  (same  address 
as  applicant).  Authority  granted  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Foodstuffs  (except  in  bulk),  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  the  facilities  of 
Standard  Brands,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Suf¬ 
folk,  VA,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  ID,  MT, 
NV,  OR,  UT,  WA,  and  WY,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic  origi¬ 
nating  at  the  named  origin  and  des¬ 
tined  to  the  indicated  destinations. 
(Hearing  site:  New  York,  NY,  or  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC.) 

MC  117119  (Sub-695F),  filed  June  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  WILLIS  SHAW 
FROZEN  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
188,  Elm  Springs,  AR,  72728.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  L.  M.  McLean  (same  address 
as  applicant).  Authority  granted  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Such  merchandise  as  is  dealt 
in  by  grocery  and  food  business  houses 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  (1)  from  the 
facilities  of  Kraft,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Po¬ 
catello,  ID,  to  points  in  IL,  IA,  KS, 
MN.  MO,  NE.  OK,  and  TX,  and  (2) 
from  points  in  AZ,  CA,  IL,  KS,  MN, 

MT,  MO  (except  Springfield),  NE,  ND, 
SD,  UT,  WA.  and  WI.  to  the  facilities 
of  Kraft,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Pocatello,  ID, 
restricted  in  (1)  and  (2)  above  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
indicated  destinations.  (Hearing  site: 
Boise,  ID,  or  Salt  Lake  City,  UT.) 
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MC  117344  (Sub-276F),  filed  June  9, 
1978.  Applicant:  THE  MAXWELL  CO., 
a  corporation,  10380  Evendale  Drive, 
Cincinnati,  OH  45215.  Representative: 
James  R.  Stiverson,  1396  West  Fifth 
Avenue,  Columbus,  OH  43212.  Author¬ 
ity  granted  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Sugar  and 
com  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  the  facilities  of  Archer  Dan¬ 
iels  Midland  Co.,  at  Cincinnati,  OH,  to 
points  in  AR,  IL,  IN,  IA,  KS,  KY,  LA, 
MD,  MI,  MS,  MO,  NY,  PA,  TN,  VA, 
WV,  and  WI,  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  shipments  originating  at 
the  named  origin.  (Hearing  site:  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC.) 

MC  117758  (Sub-7F),  filed  June  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  GRINGERI  BROTH¬ 
ERS  TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC., 
Ayer  Road,  Harvard,  MA  01451.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  James  F.  Martin,  Jr.,  8 
West  Morse  Road,  Bellingham,  MA 
02019.  Authority  granted  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Frozen  meat,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  from 
Cohoes,  NY,  to  Ayer,  MA,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  shipments  origi¬ 
nating  at  the  facilities  of  Equity  Meat 
Corp.,  at  Cohoes,  NY.  (Hearing  site: 
Boston,  MA,  or  Albany,  NY.) 

MC  117940  (Sub-278F),  filed  June  1, 
1978.  Applicant:  NATIONWIDE  CAR¬ 
RIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  104,  Maple 
Plain,  MN  55359.  Representative: 
Allan  L.  Timmerman,  5300  Highway 
12,  Maple  Plain,  MN  55359.  Authority 
granted  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs 

(except  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities  of 
American  Home  Foods  Division  of 
American  Home  Products  Corp.,  at  or 
near  La  Porte,  IN,  to  points  in  IA,  MN, 
OK,  TX,  and  WI,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  named  origin  and  destined 
to  the  indicated  destinations.  Condi¬ 
tion:  The  certificate  to  be  issued 
herein  shall  be  limited  in  point  of  time 
to  a  period  expiring  3  years  from  its 
date  of  issue,  unless,  prior  to  its  expi¬ 
ration  (but  not  less  than  6  months 
prior  to  its  expiration),  applicant  files 
a  petition  for  permanent  extension  of 
the  certificate  showing  that  it  has 
been  in  full  compliance  with  applica¬ 
ble  rules  and  regulations.  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  118159  (Sub-267F),  filed  June  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  NATIONAL  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  51366,  Dawson  Station, 
Tulsa,  OK  74151.  Representative: 
Warren  L.  Troupe,  2480  East  Commer¬ 
cial  Boulevard,  Fort  Lauderdale,  FL 
33308.  Authority  granted  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 


Scrap  rugs  from  those  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD, 
NE,  KS,  OK,  and  TX  (except  MD),  to 
Baltimore,  MD.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago, 
IL.) 

MC  118318  (Sub-34F),  filed  June  7, 
1978.  Applicant:  IDA-CAL  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  M,  Nampa, 
ID  83651.  Representative:  Timothy  R. 
Stivers,  P.O.  Box  162,  Boise,  ID  83701. 
Authority  granted  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
grocery  and  food  business  houses 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles).  In  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  (1)  from  the 
facilities  of  Kraft,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Po¬ 
catello,  ID,  to  points  in  WA,  OR,  CA, 
NV,  and  AZ,  and  (2)  from  points  in 
WA,  UT,  and  AZ,  to  the  facilities  of 
Kraft,  inc.,  at  or  near  Pocatello,  ID, 
restricted  in  (1)  and  (2)  above  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  named  origins  and  destined 
to  the  indicated  destinations.  (Hearing 
site:  Boise,  ID,  or  Salt  Lake  City,  UT.) 

Note.— The  carrier  must  satisfy  the  Com¬ 
mission  that  its  common  control  possibilities 
are  either  approved  by  the  Commission,  and 
consummated,  or  do  not  require  Commis¬ 
sion  approval. 

MC  119670  (Sub-34F),  filed  June  8, 
1978.  Applicant:  THE  VICTOR  TRAN¬ 
SIT  CORP.,  5250  Este  Avenue,  Cincin¬ 
nati,  OH  45232.  Representative: 
Robert  H.  Kinker,  314  West  Main 
Street,  P.O.  Box  464,  Frankfort,  KY 
40602.  Authority  granted  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Empty  glass  bottles,  from  Joliet,  IL,  to 
Detroit,  MI,  and  points  in  KY,  IN,  and 
OH.  (Hearing  site:  Cincinnati,  OH.) 

MC  119789  (Sub-477F),  filed  June  7, 
1978.  Applicant:  CARAVAN  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  CARGO,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
266188,  Dallas,  TX  75266.  Representa¬ 
tive:  Ralph  W.  Pulley,  Jr.,  4555  First 
National  Bank  Building,  Dallas,  TX 
75202.  Authority  granted  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Telephone  equipment  and  switchboard 
parts;  (2)  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture,  installation  and 
maintenance  of  telephone  equipment 
and  telephone  lines;  and  (3)  plant  and 
office  supplies,  (a)  from  facilities  of 
Western  Electric  Co.,  at  or  near 
Kearny  and  Bayonne,  NJ,  to  Atlanta, 
GA,  Jacksonville  and  Miami,  FL, 
Montgomery,  AL,  New  Orleans,  LA, 
Dallas  and  Houston,  TX,  and  Oklaho¬ 
ma  City,  OK;  and  (b)  from  facilities  of 
Western  Electric  Co.,  at  Baltimore, 
MD,  to  Montgomery  and  Birmington, 
AL,  restricted  in  (a)  and  (b)  above  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  named  origins  and  destined 


to  the  indicated  destinations.  (Hearing 
site:  New  York,  NY.) 

MC  119789  (Sub-478F),  filed  June  8, 
1978.  Applicant:  CARAVAN  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  CARGO,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
226188,  Dallas,  TX  75266.  Representa¬ 
tive:  Lewis  Coffey  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  Authority  granted  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  In¬ 
sulation,  (1)  from  San  Antonio,  TX,  to 
those  points  in  the  United  States  in 
and  west  of  MN,  WI,  IA,  NE,  KS.  CO, 
and  NM  (except  AK  and  HI),  and  (2) 
from  San  Antonio,  TX,  to  those  points 
in  the  United  States  in,  north,  and 
east  of  VA,  WV,  PA,  and  NY.  (Hearing 
site:  San  Antonio,  TX.) 

MC  119894  (Sub-5F),  filed  May  24, 
1978.  Applicant:  BOWARD  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  104  Azart  Building,  Glen 
Bumie,  MD  21061.  Representative:  M. 
Bruce  Morgan  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  granted  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Paper,  paper  products,  and  wood  pulp 
(except  in  bulk);  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  paper,  paper  products, 
and  wood  pulp  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  between  the  facilities  of 
Bowater  Carolina  Corp.,  at  Catawba, 
SC,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  NC  and  those  in  VA 
on  and  west  of  U.S.  Hwy  29.  (Hearing 
site:  Charlotte,  NC.) 

MC  121060  (Sub-65F),  filed  June  7, 
1978.  Applicant:  ARROW  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1416,  Birming¬ 
ham,  AL  35201.  Representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  3426  North  Wash¬ 
ington  Boulevard,  P.O.  Box  1240,  Ar¬ 
lington,  VA  22210.  Authority  granted 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  (a)  Foodstuffs  and  (b) 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
grocery  houses  (except  foodstuff)  and 
(2)  equipment,  materials,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  conduct  of  the  business 
named  in  (1)  above  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk),  between  the  facilities  of 
Hudson  Industries,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Brundidge  and  Troy,  AL,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Montgomery,  AL.) 

MC  121781  (Sub-IF),  filed  May  17, 
1978.  Applicant:  ROBERT  E.  SMITH, 
d.b.a.  ALCAL  MAIL  SERVICE.  5565 
Black  Avenue,  Pleasanton,  CA  94566. 
Representative:  J.  H.  Gulseth,  100 
Bush  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94104. 
Authority  granted  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Uncrated  electronic  equipment,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  that  part  of  CA  in  and 
north  of  Inyo,  Tulare,  Kings,  and 
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Monterey  Counties.  (Hearing  site:  San 
Francisco,  Ca.) 

MC  123048  (Sub-406F),  filed  June  9, 
1978.  Applicant:  DIAMOND  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  SYSTEM.  INC.,  5021 
21st  Street,  Racine,  WI  53406.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  John  L.  Bruemmer,  121 
West  Doty  Street,  Madison,  WI  53703. 
Authority  granted  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  agricultural  equipment  and  in¬ 
dustrial  equipment  dealers  and  manu¬ 
facturers  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  between  those  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD, 
NE,  KS,  OK,  and  TX,  restricted  to 
movements  from,  to,  or  between  the 
facilities  of  Allis-Chalmers  Corp.  and 
its  dealers.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL, 
or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  123407  (Sub-460),  filed  June  8, 
1978.  Applicant:  SAWYER  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  South  Haven  Square, 
U.S.  Hwy  6,  Valparaiso,  IN  46383.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  H.  E.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Authority  granted 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Floor  tile,  cove  base 
moulding,  -and  adhesives,  from  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Uvalde  Rock  Asphalt  Co.,  at 
Houston,  TX,  to  points  in  AL,  FL,  GA, 
KY,  LA,  MS,  NC,  SC,  TN,  and  VA. 
(Hearing  site:  Houston,  TX.) 

MC  123407  (Sub-462F),  filed  June  8, 
1978.  Applicant:  SAWYER  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  South  Haven  Square, 
U.S.  Hwy  6,  Valparaiso,  IN  46383.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  H.  E.  Miller,  Jr.  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Authority  granted 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Building  materials,  from 
the  facilities  of  GAF  Corp.,  at  St. 
Louis,  MO,  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  FL, 
GA.  IA,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MS,  NE,  NM, 
NC,  SC,  ND,  OK,  TN,  TX,  and  WI. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  124211  (Sub-326F),  filed  May  5, 
1978.  Applicant:  HILT  TRUCK  LINE, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  988,  D.T.S.,  Omaha, 
NE  68101.  Representative:  Thomas  L. 
Hilt  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  granted  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Plastic  and  plastic  products;  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  the  commodities  in  (1)  above, 
between  Valencia,  CA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  124821  (Sub-36F),  filed  May  22, 
1978.  Applicant:  WILLIAM 

GILCHRIST.  105  North  Keyser 
Avenue,  Old  Forge,  PA  18518.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  John  W.  Frame,  Box  626, 


2207  Old  Gettysburg  Road,  Camp  Hill, 
PA  17011.  Authority  granted  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in 
by  grocery  and  food  business  houses, 
from  the  facilities  of  A.  E.  Staley  Man¬ 
ufacturing  Co.,  at  Chicago,  IL,  to 
points  in  CT.  DE,  MD,  MA,  NJ,  NY, 
PA,  VA,  WV,  and  DC.  (Hearing  site: 
Harrisburg,  PA.) 

MC  125254  (Sub-42F),  filed  May  22, 
1978.  Applicant:  MORGAN  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box  714, 
Muscatine,  IA  52761.  Representative: 
Larry  D.  Knox,  600  Hubbell  Building, 
Des  Moines,  IA  50309.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Pet  food  and 
prepared  animal  and  poultry  feed 
(except  in  bulk),  from  Manassas,  VA, 
to  those  points  in  the  United  States  in 
and  east  of  AR,  IA,  LA,  MN,  and  MO 
(except  VA);  and  (2)  equipment,  mate¬ 
rials,  and  supplies  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  and  distribution  of  the  com¬ 
modities  in  (1)  above,  (except  in  bulk) 
in  the  reverse  direction.  (Hearing  site: 
Kansas  City,  MO,  or  St.  Louis,  MO.) 

MC  125951  (Sub-33F),  filed  May  31, 
1978.  Applicant:  SILVEY  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  CARRIERS,  INC.,  7000  West 
Center  Road,  Suite  325,  Omaha,  NE 
68106.  Representative:  Robert  M. 
Cimino  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  granted  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Frozen  foods,  from  the  facilities  used 
by  Florence  Beef  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Mt.  Airy,  MD,  to  points  in  OH,  IN,  IL, 
IA,  NE,  KS,  MO,  and  MI,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  named  origin  and  destined 
to  the  indicated  destinations.  (Hearing 
site:  Baltimore,  MD.) 

Note.— The  carrier  must  satisfy  the  Com¬ 
mission  that  its  operations  will  not  result  in 
objectionable  dual  operations  because  of  its 
authority  under  MC  135033. 

MC  125951  (Sub-34F),  filed  May  30, 
1978.  Applicant:  SILVEY  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  CARRIERS,  INC.,  7000  West 
Center  Road,  Suite  325,  Omaha,  NE 
68106.  Representative:  Robert  M. 
Cimino  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  granted  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Physical  fitness  apparatus,  from  Penn- 
sauken,  NJ,  to  points  in  OH,  IN,  PA, 
IA,  IL,  KS,  MO,  MN,  TN,  KY,  and  MI, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  origin 
and  destined  to  the  indicated  destina¬ 
tions.  (Hearing  site:  Jersey  City,  NJ.) 

Note.— The  carrier  must  satisfy  the  Com¬ 
mission  that  its  operations  will  not  result  in 
objectionable  dual  operations  because  of  its 
authority  under  MC  135033. 


MC  126427  (Sub-12F),  filed  May  31, 
1978.  Applicant:  PALMER  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION.  INC.,  Cross  and  Main 
Streets,  Chester,  NY  10918.  Represent¬ 
ative:  John  L.  Alfano,  550  Mamaro- 
neck  Avenue,  Harrison,  NY  10528.  Au¬ 
thority  granted  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Com  products,  and  fish  and  vegetable 
oil,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the 
facilities  of  Archer  Daniels  Midland 
Co.,  at  Bayway,  NJ,  to  points  in  CT, 
DE,  ME,  MD,  MA,  NH,  NY,  PA,  RI, 
TN,  VT,  VA,  and  DC.  (Hearing  site: 
New  York,  NY.) 

MC  128648  (Sub-12F),  filed  June  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  TRANS-UNITED, 
INC.,  a  Texas  corporation,  425  West 
152nd  Street,  P.O.  Box  2081,  East  Chi¬ 
cago,  IN  46312.  Representative:  Joseph 
Winter,  33  North  LaSalle  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago,  IL  60602.  Authority  granted  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Such  commodities  as  are  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  insulated  glass, 
(a)  from  Bensenville,  IL,  to  Sparks, 
NV,  and  Irving,  TX,  and  (b)  from 
Sparks,  NV,  to  points  in  CA,  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Allmetal  Weatherstrip  Co.,  of 
Bensenville,  IL.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago, 
IL.) 

MC  133119  (Sub-135F),  filed  June  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  HEYL  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  204,  Akron,  IA 
51001.  Representative:  A.  J.  Swanson, 
P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln,  NE  68501. 
Authority  granted  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Chemicals  (except  in  bulk),  from 
Great  Falls,  MT,  to  points  in  CO,  ID, 
IA,  IL,  KS,  MN.  MO.  NE,  ND.  OK, 
OR,  SD,  TX,  WA,  WI,  and  WY,  and 
ports  of  entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada  in  MT.  Condition: 
Prior  receipt  from  applicant  of  an  affi¬ 
davit  setting  forth  its  appropriate  Ca¬ 
nadian  authority  or  explaining  why  no 
such  Canadian  authority  is  necessary. 
(Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE  or  Great 
Falls,  MT.) 

Note.— Traffic  to  ports  of  entry  on  the  In¬ 
ternational  Boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  is  destined  to 
points  in  the  Provinces  of  AB,  BC,  MB,  and 
SK,  Canada. 

The  restriction  and  conditions  contained 
in  the  grant  authority  in  this  proceeding  are 
phrased  in  accordance  with  the  policy  state¬ 
ment  entitled  Notice  to  Interested  Parties  of 
New  Requirements  Concerning  Applications 
for  Operating  Authority  to  Handle  Traffic 
to  or  from  points  in  Canada  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  December  5,  1974, 
and  supplemented  on  November  18,  1975. 
The  Commission  is  presently  considering 
whether  the  policy  statement  should  be 
modified,  and  is  in  communication  with  ap¬ 
propriate  officials  of  the  Provinces  of  AB, 
SK,  and  MB  regarding  this  issue.  If  the 
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policy  statement  is  changed,  appropriate 
notice  will  appear  in  the  Federal  Register 
and  the  Commission  will  consider  all  restric¬ 
tions  or  conditions  which  were  imposed  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  prior  policy  statement,  regard¬ 
less  of  when  the  condition  or  restriction  was 
imposed,  as  being  null  and  void  and  having 
no  force  or  effect. 

MC  133805  (Sub-9F),  filed  June  14, 
1978.  Applicant:  LONE  STAR  CARRI¬ 
ERS,  INC„  Route  1,  Box  48,  Tolar,  TX 
76476.  Representative:  Harry  F. 
Horak,  Room  109,  5001  Brentwood 
Stair  Road,  Fort  Worth,  TX  76112. 
Authority  granted  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Textiles  and  textile  piece  goods,  from 
Graniteville,  Orangeburg,  Blackburg, 
and  Lyman,  SC,  Trion,  Swainsboro, 
and  Chickamauga,  GA,  Fall  River  and 
Lawrence,  MA,  East  Rutherford,  NJ, 
Rockville  and  Putnam,  CT,  Concord, 
NC,  Kenyon  and  Warwick,  RI,  and 
Elizabethton,  TN,  to  Cleburne  and 
Sweetwater,  TX.  (Hearing  site:  Fort 
Worth  or  Dallas,  TX.) 

Note.— The  carrier  must  satisfy  the  Com¬ 
mission  that  its  common  control  possibilities 
are  either  approved  by  the  Commission  and 
consummated,  or  do  not  require  Commis¬ 
sion  approval. 

MC  134235  (Sub-1  IF),  filed  June  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  KUHNLE  BROTH¬ 
ERS,  INC.,  15626  Chillocothe  Road, 
P.O.  Box  128,  Chagrin  Falls,  OH 
44022.  Representative:  Kenneth  T. 
Johnson,  Bankers  Trust  Building, 
Jamestown,  NY  14701.  Authority 
granted  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Rock  salt,  in  bulk 
from  Fairport  Harbor,  OH,  to  points 
in  NY.  (Hearing  site:  Buffalo,  NY.) 

MC  134730  (Sub-8F),  filed  June  1, 
1978.  Applicant:  METALS  TRANS¬ 
PORT.  INC.,  528  South  108th  Street, 
West  Allis,  WI  53214.  Representative: 

>  M.  H.  Dawes  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  granted  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Scrap  metals,  (a)  from  Wausau,  WI,  to 
Davenport,  IA,  Youngstown,  OH,  and 
Monet,  MO,  (b)  from  Milwaukee,  WI, 
to  Chicago,  IL  and  Sandusky,  OH;  (2) 
ingots,  from  New  Madrid,  MO,  to  Mil¬ 
waukee,  WI;  (3)  ingots  and  soios,  (a) 
from  Sapulpa,  OK,  to  Bedford,  IN, 
Gnadenhutton  and  Sandusky,  OH, 
Hawesville  and  Lewisport,  KY,  and 
Hot  Springs,  AK,  (b)  from  Chicago,  IL, 
to  points  in  WI,  and  (c)  from 
Waukesha,  WI,  to  Chicago  and  Rich¬ 
mond,  IL,  and  Minneapolis,  MN,  under 
a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts, 
with  Metal  Exchange  Corp.,  of  St 
Louis,  MO.  (Hearing  site:  St.  Louis, 
MO,  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  134730  (Sub-9F),  filed  June  1, 
1978.  Applicant:  METALS  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  528  South  108th  Street, 


West  Allis,  WI  53214.  Representative: 
M.  H.  Dawes  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  granted  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Ingots  and  sows,  from  Sapulpa,  OK,  to 
Milwaukee  and  Sheboygan,  WI;  and 
(2)  scrap  metals,  from  Milwaukee  to 
Sapulpa,  OK,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract,  or  contracts,  with  Metal, Ex¬ 
change  Corp.,  of  St.  Louis,  MO.  (Hear¬ 
ing  site:  St.  Louis,  MO,  or  Chicago, 
IL.) 

MC  135410  (Sub-24F),  filed  June  1, 
1978.  Applicant:  COURTNEY  J. 
MUNSON,  d.b.a.  MUNSON  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  700  South  Main,  Monmouth,  IL 
61462.  Representative:  Jack  H. 
Blanshan,  Suite  200,  205  West  Touhy 
Avenue,  Park  Ridge,  IL  60068.  Author¬ 
ity  granted  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Zinc 
oxide,  zinc  dust,  zinc  slabs,  metallic 
cadmium,  zinc  dross,  zinc  residuals, 
and  zinc  shimmings  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities  of  St. 
Joe  Zinc  Co.,  at  or  near  Josephtown, 
PA,  to  points  in  KY,  IL,  IN,  IA,  MI, 
MN,  MO,  and  WI,  and  (2)  zinc  dross, 
zinc  residuals,  and  zinc  shimmings 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  in  the 
reverse  direction,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  named  origins  and  destined 
to  the  indicated  destinations.  (Hearing 
site:  St.  Louis,  MO,  or  Washington, 
DC.) 

MC  135797  (Sub-123F),  filed  June  2, 
1978.  Applicant:  J.  B.  HUNT  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  200,  Lowell,  AR 
72745.  Representative:  Paul  A.  Maestri 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
granted  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Plastic  gran¬ 
ules  (except  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
IL,  NJ,  and  PA,  to  points  in  OK;  (2) 
paper  bached  aluminum  foil,  from 
points  in  MA,  to  points  in  OK;  and  (3) 
plastic  articles  (except  in  bulk),  from 
points  in  OK,  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  IA, 
KS,  LA.  MS,  MO.  OK,  TN,  and  TX. 
(Hearing  site:  Oklahoma  City,  OK,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  136275  (Sub-26F),  filed  June  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  WHITFIELD  ASSO¬ 
CIATED  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  a  New 
Mexico  corporation,  777  Executive 
Boulevard,  El  Paso,  TX  79922.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Ewell  H.  Muse,  Jr.,  221  West 
Sixth  Street,  American  Bank  Tower, 
Suite  1116,  Austin,  TX  78701.  Authori¬ 
ty  granted  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Cement,  be¬ 
tween  Bushland,  TX,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CO,  NM, 
OK,  and  KS.  (Hearing  site:  El  Paso  or 
Amarillo,  TX.) 


MC  138869  (Sub-13F*),  filed  June  2, 
1978.  Applicant:  W.  T.  MYLES 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  P.O.  Box  321,  Conley,  GA  30027. 
Representative:  Archie  B.  Culbreth, 
Suite  202,  2200  Century  Parkway,  At¬ 
lanta,  GA  30345.  Authority  granted  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Plumbing  fixtures,  materials, 
and  supplies,  from  Alliance,  OH,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK,  HI,  OR,  WA,  and  WY),  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Crane  Co.,  of  New  York,  NY.  (Hearing 
site:  Atlanta,  GA.) 


•Dual  operations  may  be  involved  in  these 
proceedings. 


MC  139205  (Sub-3F),  filed  June  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  DOLPHIN 

CARTAGE,  INC.,  14500  Cottage 
Grove  Avenue,  Dolton,  IL  60419.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  James  R.  Madler,  120 
West  Madison  Street,  Suite  718,  Chica¬ 
go,  IL  60602.  Authority  granted  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Paper  and  paper  articles 
and  (2)  materials,  equipment,  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  manufacture  of  paper 
and  paper  articles  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk),  from  Montgomery  and 
Elk  Grove  Village,  IL,  to  points  in 
Lake,  LaPorte,  and  Porter  Counties, 
IN,  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  Western  Kraft  Paper 
Group,  Wilmette  Industries,  Inc.,  of  . 
Montgomery,  IL.  (Hearing  site:  Chica¬ 
go,  IL.) 

MC  139420  (Sub-38F),  filed  June  9, 
1978.  Applicant:  ART  GREENBERG 
d.b.a.  GLACIER  TRANSPORT,  P.O. 
Box  428,  Grand  Forks.  ND  58201.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  James  B.  Hovland,  P.O. 
Box  1680,  414  Gate  City  Building, 
Fargo,  ND  58102.  Authority  granted  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Grain  flour,  and  cereal  from 
the  facilities  of  Roman  Meal  Co.,  at  or 
near  Fargo,  ND,  to  points  in  WI,  IL, 
IN,  MI,  OH,  MN,  and  I  A.  (Hearing 
site:  Seattle,  WA,  or  Portland,  OR.) 

MC  139468  (Sub-29F),  filed  June  9, 
1978.  Applicant:  INTERNATIONAL 
CONTRACT  CARRIERS,  INC.,  6534 
Gessner,  Houston,  TX  77040.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  John  T.  Wirth,  2310  Colora¬ 
do  State  Bank  Building,  1600 
Broadway,  Denver,  CO  80202.  Authori¬ 
ty  granted  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Buildings, 
(2)  building  sections  and  building 
panels,  (3)  parts  and  accessories  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  installation 
completion  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
and  (2)  above,  and  (4)  pre- fabricated 
structural  components  and  panels,  and 
accessories  used  in  the  installation  and 
completion  of  pre-fabricated  structur¬ 
al  components  and  panels,  from  the 
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facilities  of  National  Steel  Products 
Co.,  Inc.,  at  or  near  (a)  La  Grange, 
GA.  to  points  in  AR,  IL,  KS,  LA,  MO/ 
OK,  and  TX,  (b)  Terre  Haute,  IN,  to 
points  in  AL,  AR,  LA,  MS,  and  TX, 
and  (c)  Houston,  TX,  to  points  in  IL, 
IN,  IA,  KY,  MN,  MO,  and  WI,  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
National  Steel  Products  Co.,  Inc.,  of 
Houston,  TX.  (Hearing  site:  Houston, 
TX,  or  Denver,  CO.) 

MC  139495  (Sub-359F),  filed  June  14, 
1978.  Applicant:  NATIONAL  CARRI¬ 
ERS.  INC.,  1501  East  8th  Street.  P.O. 
Box  1358,  Liberal,  KS  67901.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  1320 
Fenwick  Lane,  Silver  Spring,  MD 
20910.  Authority  granted  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(l)(a)  Adhesives,  sealants,  solvents, 
stains,  and  wood  perservatives,  and 
(b)  accessories,  equipment,  materials, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  installation, 
maintenance,  and  distribution  of 
floors,  floor  coverings,  walls,  and  wall 
covering,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  from  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Roberts  Consolidated,  in  Los 
Angeles  County,  CA,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI); 
and  (2)  materials,  equipment,  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  manufacture,  sale,  or 
distribution  of  adhesives,  sealants, 
solvents,  stains,  and  wood  preserva¬ 
tives  (except  commodities  in  bulk),  in 
the  reverse  direction.  (Hearing  site: 
Los  Angeles,  CA.) 


Hwy  20,  Sioux  City,  IA  51102.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  William  J.  Hanlon,  55  Madi¬ 
son  Ave.,  Morristown,  NJ  07960.  Au¬ 
thority  granted  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting 
printed  matter,  between  Binghamton, 
NY,  Boston,  MA,  New  York,  NY, 
Philadelphia  and  Scranton,  PA,  San 
Jose,  CA,  and  Troy,  MO,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  facilities  of  Harper  &  Row 
Publishers,  Inc.  (Hearing  Site:  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC.) 

MC  140829  (Sub-106F*)filed  June  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  CARGO  CONTRACT 
CARRIER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  206,  U.S. 
Hwy  20,  Sioux  City,  IA  51102.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  William  J.  Hanlon,  55  Madi¬ 
son  Ave.,  Morristown,  NJ  07960.  Au¬ 
thority  granted  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting  (1) 
paper  and  paper  products,  and  printed 
matter,  and  (2)  equipment,  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
of  paper  products,  (a)  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Scott  Paper  Co.,  at  Philadel¬ 
phia,  PA,  to  points  in  IL,  IN,  MN,  MO, 
OH,  and  WI,  and  (b)  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Scott  Paper  Co.,  at  Marinette, 
WI,  to  points  in  CO,  IA,  KS,  MI,  MN, 
OH,  and  TX,  restricted  in  (a)  and  (b) 
above  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origins  and 
destined  to  the  indicated  destinations. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 


Hodge,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  IA  50309).  Authority  granted 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  dry  feed,  from  Mason 
City,  IA,  to  points  in  AR,  CO,  IL,  IN, 
KS,  KY,  MI,  MN,  MO,  NE,  ND,  OH, 
OK,  SD,  TX,  and  WI,  under  continu¬ 
ing  contract  or  contracts,  with 
Wonderlife  Corp.  of  America,  of  Des 
Moines,  I  A.  (Hearing  site:  Des  Moines, 
IA,  or  Minneapolis,  MN.) 

MC  143619  (Sub-5F),  filed  June  11, 
1978.  Applicant:  PALS  BROS. 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  R.F.D.,  Alexander, 
IA  50420.  Representative:  James  M. 
Hodge,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  IA  50309.  Authority  granted 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Dry  fertilizer,  fertilizer 
ingredients,  and  soil  conditioners, 
from  Bryan,  TX,  to  points  in  AR,  CO, 
IL,  IN,  IA,  KS,  KY,  MI,  MN,  MO,  NE, 
ND,  OH,  OK,  SD,  and  WI,  under  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  with  Wonderlife  Cor¬ 
poration  of  America,  of  Des  Moines, 
I  A.  (Hearing  site:  Des  Moines,  I A  or 
Minneapolis,  MN.) 

MC  143648  (Sub-5F),  filed  June  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  CORALVILLE 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Rural  Route  1, 
Lamont,  IA  50650.  Representative: 
Larry  D.  Knox,  600  Hubbell  Building, 
Des  Moines,  IA  50309.  Authority 
granted  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquefied  petro¬ 
leum  gas,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Cochin  Pipeline,  at  or  near 
New  Hampton,  IA,  to  points  in  WI. 
Condition:  The  certificate  shall  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  a  term  expiring  5  years  from  its 
date  of  issuance.  (Hearing  site:  Hous¬ 
ton,  TX  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  143649  (Sub-5F),  filed  June  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  FIGANBAUM 

TRUCKING.  INC.,  Tripoli,  IA  50676. 
Representative:  Larry  D.  Knox,  600 
Hubbell  Building,  Des  Moines,  IA 
50309.  Authority  granted  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Liquefied  petroleum  gas,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  the  facilities  of  Cochin  Pipe¬ 
line,  at  or  near  New  Hampton,  IA,  to 
points  in  WI.  Condition:  The  certifi¬ 
cate  shall  be  limited  to  a  term  expiring 
5  years  from  the  date  of  issuance. 
(Hearing  site:  Des  Moines,  I A  or  Min¬ 
neapolis,  MN.) 

MC  144014  (Sub-2F),  filed  May  30, 
1978.  Applicant:  LAKE  COUNTY 
MERCHANTS  TRUCKING  CO.,  a 
corporation,  830  North  Ash  Street, 
Waukegan,  IL  60085.  Representative: 
Robert  H.  Levy,  29  South  LaSalle 
Street,  Chicago,  IL  60603.  Authority 
granted  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods 


MC  139958  (Sub-7F),  filed  June  9, 
1978.  Applicant:  R.  T.  TRUCK  SERV¬ 
ICE,  INC.,  Route  1,  Hardinsburg,  KY 
40143.  Representative:  Rudy  Yessin, 
314  Wilkinson  Street,  Frankfort,  KY 
40601.  Authority  granted  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes  transporting  gener¬ 
al  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  (1)  between  Scottsburg  and 
Salem,  IN,  over  IN  Hwy  56,  serving  all 
intermediate  points,  and  (2)  between 
Salem,  IN  and  Louisville,  KY,  from 
Salem  over  IN  Hwy  60  to  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  31W,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  31W  to 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  65,  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  65  to  Louisville,  KY, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points.  (Hearing 
site:  Louisville,  KY.) 

Note.— The  carrier  must  satisfy  the  Com¬ 
mission  that  its  common  control  possibilities 
are  either  approved  by  the  Commission,  and 
consummated,  or  do  not  require  Commis¬ 
sion  approval. 

MC  140829  (Sub-105F*),  filed  June  9, 
1978.  Applicant:  CARGO  CONTRACT 
CARRIER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  206,  U.S. 


•Dual  operations  may  be  involved  in  these 
proceedings. 


MC  141958  (Sub-4F),  filed  June  9, 
1978.  Applicant:  ,  FEDCO 

FREIGHTLINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  422, 
Effingham,  IL  62401.  Representative: 
Robert  T.  Lawley,  300  Reisch  Bldg., 
Springfield,  IL  62701.  Authority  grant¬ 
ed  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  such  merchandise  as  is 
dealt  in  by  grocery  and  food  business 
houses,  (1)  from  Chicago,  IL,  to  points 
in  IN,  and  (2)  between  Chicago,  IL, 
and  Cincinnati,  OH,  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  with  The  Procter  & 
Gamble  Distributing  Co.,  of  Cincin¬ 
nati.  OH.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL,  or 
Cincinnati,  OH.) 

MC  142340  (Sub-4F),  filed  June  1, 
1978.  Applicant:  HERBERT  F. 
CLARK,  JR.,  INC.,  R.D.  2  Box  357D, 
Selkirk.  NY  12158.  Representative: 
Neil  D.  Breslin,  600  Broadway,  Albany, 
NY  12207.  Authority  granted  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  scrap  metal,  in  dump  vehicles, 
from  Kingston  and  Poughkeepsie,  NY, 
to  Macungie,  Coatesville,  and 
Birdsboro,  PA,  and  points  in  NJ. 
(Hearing  site:  Albany,  NY.) 

MC  143619  (Sub-4F),  filed  June  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  PALS  BROS. 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  R.F.D.,  Alexander, 
IA  50420.  Representative:  James  M. 
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as  defined  by  the  Commission,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Lake,  McHenry, 
Boone,  Winnebago,  Ogle,  Dekalb,  and 
Kane  Counties,  IL,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  having  a 
prior  or  subsequent  movement,  in  con¬ 
tainers,  beyond  the  points  authorized, 
and  further  restricted  to  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  pickup  and  delivery  service  in 
connection  with  the  packing,  crating, 
and  containerization  or  unpacking, 
uncrating,  and  decontainerization  of 
such  shipments.  (Hearing  site:  Chica¬ 
go,  IL.) 

Note.— The  carrier  must  satisfy  the  Com¬ 
mission  that  its  common  control  possibilities 
are  either  approved  by  the  Commission  or 
do  not  require  Commission  approval. 

MC  144051  (Sub-3F),  filed  May  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  ALFORD-LOGSTON, 
INC.,  1714  Tabor,  Houston,  TX  77009. 
Representative:  Michael  Connelly, 
Esperson  Buildings,  Houston,  TX 
77002.  Authority  granted  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Home  care  products,  from  Memphis, 
TN,  to  points  in  Bienville,  Bossier, 
Caddo,  Caldwell,  Catahoula, 
Claiborne,  Concordia,  DeSoto,  East 
Carroll,  Franklin,  Grant,  Jackson, 
LaSalle,  Lincoln,  Madison,  Morehouse, 
Natchioches,  Ouachita,  Rapides,  Red 
River,  Richland,  Sabine,  Tensas, 
Union,  Webster,  West  Carroll,  and 
Winn  Parishes,  LA,  under  a  continuing 
contract,  with  Stanley  Home  Products, 
Inc.,  of  Westfield,  MA.  (Hearing  site: 
Fort  Worth,  TX,  or  New  Orleans,  LA.) 

MC  144191  (Sub-3F),  filed  May  25, 
1978.  Applicant:  ELAINE  MOON 
SIGNS,  INC.  T/A  CLASSIC  VANS  OF 
VIRGINIA,  P.O.  Box  2471,  West 
Springfield,  VA  22152.  Representative: 
John  M.  Ballenger,  Suite  400,  Over¬ 
look  Building,  6121  Lincolnia  Road, 
Alexandria,  VA  22312.  Authority 
granted  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Plastic  sheeting 
and  chemicals  used  in  the  production 
of  electronic  circuit  boards,  (1)  be¬ 
tween  Vienna,  VA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Baltimore,  MD, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Woburn,  MA,  and 
points  in  NJ,  and  (2)  between  Woburn, 
MA  and  Richmond,  VA,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  with  Thiokol 
Dynachem  Corp.  of  Tustin,  CA.  (Hear¬ 
ing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  144218  (Sub-3F),  filed  June  7, 
1978.  Applicant:  FELDSPAR  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  INC.,  Altapass  Road,  P.O. 
Box  858,  Spruce  Pine,  NC  28777.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  George  W.  Clapp,  P.O. 
Box  836,  Taylors,  SC  29687.  Authority 
granted  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Ground  feldspar, 
in  bulk,  from  Spruce  Pine,  NC,  to 
points  in  AL,  AR,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  KY, 
LA,  MS,  MO,  NJ,  OH,  OK,  SC,  TN, 


TX,  WV,  and  WI,  under  a  continuing 
contract  with  the  Feldspar  Corp.,  of 
Spruce  Pine,  NC.  (Hearing  site:  Ashe¬ 
ville,  NC.) 

MC  144388  (Sub-2F),  filed  June  13, 
1978.  Applicant:  ROBERT  E. 

WOLFENDEN,  d.b.a.  WOLFENDEN 
TRUCKING,  Box  427,  Mullen,  NE 
69152.  Representative:  Lavern  R. 
Holdeman,  521  South  14th  Street,  P.O. 
Box  81849,  Lincoln,  NE  68501.  Author¬ 
ity  granted  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat 
products  and  meat  byproducts,  and  ar¬ 
ticles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  sections 
A  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  MCC  209  and  766,  from 
Mullen,  NE,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK,  HI,  and  NE),  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  originating  at  the  facilities  of 
Mullen  Packing  Co.,  at  or  near  Mullen, 
NE.  (Hearing  site:  Lincoln,  NE.) 

MC  144557,  filed  May  23.  1978.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  HUDSON  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  847,  Troy,  AL 
36081.  Representative:  William  P. 
Jackson,  Jr.,  3426  North  Washington 
Boulevard,  P.O.  Box  1240,  Arlington, 
VA  22210.  Authority  granted  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  (a)  Foodstuffs,  and  (6)  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  grocery 
houses  (except  foodstuff)  and  (2) 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  conduct  of  grocery  houses, 
between  the  facilities  of  Hudson  In¬ 
dustries,  Inc.,  at  Brundidge  and  Troy, 
AL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Montgomery  or  Birmington,  AL.) 

Note.— Applicant  states  that  the  purpose 
of  this  application  is  to  convert  its  present 
contract  carrier  authority  under  MC  139113 
to  common  carrier  authority. 

MC  144629  (Sub-2F),  filed  June  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  B  &  W  TRUCKING 
CO.,  a  corporation,  826  North  27th 
Street,  Bismarck,  ND  58501. 
Reresentative:  Charles  E.  Johnson, 
P.O.  Box  1982,  Bismarck,  ND  58501. 
Authority  granted  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Lumber,  lumber  products,  and  wood 
products,  from  points  in  ID,  MT,  OR, 
and  WA,  to  points  in  ND,  and  (2)  Roof¬ 
ing  materials,  from  points  in  MN  to 
points  in  ND,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts,  with  Viking  Homes, 
Inc.,  of  Bismarck,  ND.  (Hearing  site: 
Bismarck,  ND,  or  Minneapolis,  MN.) 

MC  144830  F,  Filed  May  26,  1978. 
Applicant:  LOWELL  P.  FORD  d.b.a. 
FORD  TRUCKING  CO.,  Allison 
Street,  Piedmont,  AL  36272.  Repre¬ 


sentative:  Archie  B.  Culbreth,  Suite 
202,  2200  Century  Parkway,  Atlanta, 
GA  30345.  Authority  granted  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Lumber  (except  plywood  and 
veneer),  from  Piedmont,  AL,  to  points 
in  IL,  OH,  and  WI,  under  a  continuing 
contract,  or  contracts,  with  Willis 
Lumber  Co.,  of  Piedmont,  AL.  (Hear¬ 
ing  site:  Atlanta,  GA.) 

Broker  Authority 

MC  130500  F,  filed  May  30,  1978.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  BETTY  A  LERUD,  Argusville, 
ND  58005.  Representative:  Richard  P. 
Anderson,  502  First  National  Bank 
Building,  Fargo,  ND  58102.  Authority 
granted  to  engage  in  operations,  in  in¬ 
terstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
broker,  at  Argusville,  ND,  in  arranging 
for  the  transportation,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  of  passengers  and  their  baggage,  in 
the  same  vehicle  with  passengers,  in 
special  or  charter  operations,  begin¬ 
ning  and  ending  at  points  in  ND,  and 
extending  to  points  in  the  United 
States,  including  AK  and  HI.  (Hearing 
site:  Fargo,  ND.) 

[FR  Doc.  78-19931  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 
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PETITIONS,  APPLICATIONS,  FINANCE  MATTERS 
(INCLUDING  TEMPORARY  AUTHORITIES), 
RAILROAD  ABANDONMENTS,  ALTERNATE 
ROUTE  DEVIATIONS,  AND  INTRASTATE  AP¬ 
PLICATIONS 

Petitions  for  Modification,  Inter¬ 
pretation  or  Reinstatement  of  Op¬ 
erating  Rights  Authority 

July  12. 1978. 

The  following  petitions  seek  modifi¬ 
cation  or  interpretation  of  existing  op¬ 
erating  rights  authority,  or  reinstate¬ 
ment  of  terminated  operating  rights 
authority. 

All  pleadings  and  documents  must 
clearly  specify  the  suffix  (e.g.  Ml  F, 
M2  F)  numbers  where  the  docket  is  so 
identified  in  this  notice. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  protests 
to  the  granting  of  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  must  be  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  or  before  August  21,  1978. 
Such  protests  shall  comply  with  Spe¬ 
cial  Rule  247(e)  of  the  Commission’s 
general  rules  of  practice  (49  CFR 
1 100.247  )l  and  shall  include  a  concise 
statement  of  protestant’s  interest  in 
the  proceeding  and  copies  of  its  con¬ 
flicting  authorities.  Verified  state¬ 
ments  in  opposition  should  not  be 
tendered  at  this  time.  A  copy  of  the 
protest  shall  be  served  concurrently 


■Copies  of  Special  Rule  247  (as  amended) 
can  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Secretary, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20423. 
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upon  petitioner’s  representative,  or  pe¬ 
titioner  if  no  representative  is  named. 

MC  113678  (Sub-432(M1F))  (notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  certificate), 
filed  April  4.  1978.  Petitioner: 

CURTIS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  16004,  Stock- 
yard  Station,  Denver,  CO  80216.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  Roger  M.  Shaner,  4810 
Pontiac  Street,  Commerce  City,  CO 
80022.  Petitioner  holds  a  motor 
common  carrier  certificate  in  MC 
113678  (Sub-432)  issued  October  27, 
1977,  authorizing  transportation,  over 
irregular  routes  of  Foodstuffs  (1)  from 
the  facilities  of  Crown  Meat  Provision 
Co.,  Inc.,  in  the  Minneapolis,  MN  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  to  points  in  CO,  WY,  and  MT: 
(2)  from  the  facilities  of  Food  Produc¬ 
ers,  Inc.  in  the  Minneapolis,  MN  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  to  points  in  CO,  NM,  AZ,  CA, 
NV,  and  WY  (3)  from  the  facilities  of 
King  Foods,  Inc.,  and  Feinberg  Dis¬ 
tributing  Co.  in  the  Minneapolis,  MN 
Commercial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  and  from  the  facilities  of 
Tony  Downs  Foods  Co.,  at  St.  James, 
Butterfield,  and  Madelia,  MN,  to 
points  in  MT,  CO.  NM,  AZ,  UT,  CA, 
NV,  OR,  WA,  ID,  and  WY;  and  (4) 
from  the  facilities  of  the  Pillsbury  Co., 
at  Minneapolis,  MN,  to  points  in  MT, 
CO,  NM,  AZ,  UT,  CA,  NV,  OR,  WA, 
ID,  WY,  and  NE.  Restriction:  The  au¬ 
thority  granted  herein  is  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  plant 
sites  and  storage  facilities.  By  the  in¬ 
stant  petition,  petitioner  seeks  to 
modify  the  above  authority  by  com: 
bining  the  four  paragraphs  above  and 
modifying  them  to  read:  Foodstuffs, 
(1)  from  Minneapolis,  MN  and  points 
in  the  Minneapolis,  MN  Commerical 
Zone,  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
and  (2)  from  the  facilities  of  Tony 
Downs  Foods  Co.  located  at  St.  James, 
Butterfield,  and  Madelia.  MN,  to 
points,  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  ID,  NM,  MT, 
NE,  NV,  OR,  UT,  WA,  and  WY,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
named  points. 

MC  134349  (Sub-14  (M1F))  (notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  permit), 
filed  April  25,  1978.  Petitioner:  B.  L.  T. 
CORP.,  405  3rd  Avenue,  Brooklyn,  NY 
11215.  Representative:  Eugene  M. 
Malkin,  Suite  6193,  5  World  Trade 
Center,  New  York,  NY  10048.  Petition¬ 
er  holds  motor  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  in  No.  MC  134349  (Sub-No.  14), 
issued  June  17,  1976,  and  served  July 
29,  1976,  authorizing  transportation, 
over  irregular  routes,  of  Such  com¬ 
modities  as  are  dealt  in  by  or  used  in 
the  operation  of  retail  department 
stores,  between  New  York,  NY,  and 
North  Bergen,  NJ,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  FL.  Re¬ 
striction:  The  operations  authorized 
herein  are  limited  to  a  transportation 
service  to  be  performed,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 


Allied  Stores  Marketing  Corp.  of  New 
York,  NY.  By  the  instant  petition,  pe¬ 
titioner  seeks  to  modify  the  above  au¬ 
thority  by  adding  Burdine’s  Florida,  of 
Miami,  FL  as  an  additional  contracting 
shipper. 

MC  135014  (Sub-2)  (M1F)  (notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  permit), 
filed  April  11,  1978.  Petitioner: 

SPEADMARK,  INC.,  360  West  31st 
Street,  New  York,  NY  10001.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Morton  E.  Kiel,  Suite  6193, 

5  World  Trade  Center,  New  York,  NY 
10048.  Petitioner  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  permits  in  MC  135014  and  Sub- 
2,  issued  february  10,  1972,  and  May 
18,  1978,  respectively.  MC  135014  au¬ 
thorizes  transportation,  over  irregular 
routes,  of:  (1)  Wearing  apparel,  from 
the  terminal  site  of  Speadmark,  Inc., 
at  New  York,  NY,  to  the  stores  of 
Abraham  &  Strauss  at  points  in 
Nassau  and  Suffolk  Counties,  NY,  and 
Bergen  and  Middlesex  Counties,  NJ; 
and  (2)  Returned  shipments  of  wearing 
apparel,  from  the  stores  of  Abraham 

6  Strauss  at  the  above-described  desti¬ 
nation  points  to  the  terminal  site  of 
Speadmark,  Inc.,  at  New  York,  NY. 
Restriction:  The  operations  authorized 
herein  are  limited  to  a  transportation 
service  to  be  performed  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Abraham  &  Strauss,  of  Brooklyn,  NY. 
MC  135014  (Sub-2)  authorizes  trans¬ 
portation,  over  irregular  routes,  of  (1) 
Wearing  apparel,  from  the  terminal 
site  of  Speadmark,  Inc.,  at  New  York, 
NY,  to  the  retail  facilities  of  Abraham 
&  Strauss  located  at  points  in  West¬ 
chester  County,  NY,  and  Monmouth 
County,  NJ;  and  (2)  Returned  ship¬ 
ments  of  wearing  apparel,  from  the 
retail  facilities  of  Abraham  &  Strauss 
at  points  in  Westchester  County,  NY, 
and  Monmouth  County,  NJ,  to  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Speadmark,  Inc.,  at  New 
York,  NY.  Restriction:  The  authority 
granted  herein  is  limited  to  a  transpor¬ 
tation  service  to  be  performed  under  a 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Abraham 
&  Strauss,  of  Brooklyn,  NY.  By  the  in¬ 
stant  petition,  petitioner  requests  that 
the  Commission  interpret  the  authori¬ 
ty  of  petitioner  (the  terminal  site  of 
Speadmark,  Inc.,  at  New  York,  NY)  to 
encompass  any  Speadmark  terminal 
site  in  the  New  York,  NY,  commercial 
zone  or  in  the  alternative  to  modify 
the  authority  to  include  any 
Speadmark  terminal  site  located  at 
points  in  the  New  York,  NY,  commer¬ 
cial  zone.  The  terminal  site  sought  to 
be  added  by  this  petition  is  Secaucus, 
NJ. 

MC  135364  (Sub-18)  (M1F)  (notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  add  contracting 
shipper),  filed  May  2,  1978.  Petitioner: 
MORWALL  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  76C,  R.D.  3,  Moscow,  PA  18444. 
Representative:  J.  G.  Dail,  Jr.,  P.O. 
Box  567,  McLean,  VA  22101.  Petitioner 


holds  a  motor  contract  carrier  permit 
in  MC  135364  (Sub-18),  issued  July  12, 

1977,  authorizing  transportation,  over 
irregular  routes,  of:  (1)  Pressure  sensi¬ 
tive  adhesive  coated  papers;  aluminum 
paper  insulation  facings,  and  gummed 
reinforced  sealing  tape,  (a)  from 
Netcong,  NJ,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI);  and  (b) 
from  Monmouth  Junction,  NJ,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI);  and  (2)  materials,  equip¬ 
ment,  and  supplies  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  commodities  described  in  (1) 
above  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
(a)  from  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI)  to  Netcong,  NJ; 
and  (b)  from  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI),  to  Mon¬ 
mouth  Junction,  NJ,  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  or  contracts  with  Compac 
Corp.  under  (l)(a)  and  (2)(a)  and  with 
Coated  Products,  Inc.,  under  (l)(b) 
and  (2)(b).  By  the  instant  petition,  pe¬ 
titioner  seeks  to  add  Essex  Chemical 
Corp.,  of  Clifton,  NJ,  as  a  contracting 
shipper  with  respect  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  performed  under  (l)(b)  and  (2)(b). 

MC  135684  (Sub-17)  (M2F)  and  49 
(M1F)  (notice  of  filing  or  petition  to 
modify  certificates),  filed  April  24, 

1978.  Petitioner:  BASS  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  391, 
Flemington,  NJ  08822.  Representative: 
Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  1320  Fenwick 
Lane,  Silver  Spring,  MD  20910.  Peti¬ 
tioner  holds  Certificates  of  Public 
Convenience  and  Necessity  in  MC 
135684  Sub-17  and  49,  issued  Septem¬ 
ber  15,  1977;  and  November  4,  1977,  re¬ 
spectively.  Sub-17  in  pertinent  part  au¬ 
thorizes  the  transportation  of:  (3)(a) 
Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
retail  and  chain  grocery,  hardware, 
and  drug  stores,  in  containers,  and  (b) 
materials  and  supplies  (except'  in 
bulk),  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  de¬ 
scribed  in  (3)(a)  above,  between 
Cranford,  NJ,  points  in  that  portion  of 
the  New  York,  NY,  commercial  zone  as 
defined  in  Commercial  Zone  and  Ter¬ 
minal  Areas,  53  MCC  451,  within 
within  which  local  operations  may  be 
conducted  pursuant  to  the  partial  ex¬ 
emption  of  section  203(b)(8)  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act  (the  “exempt” 
zone).  Canton,  OH,  and  Chicago,  IL. 
Restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  originating  at  or  destined  to 
the  facilities  of  American  Home  Prod¬ 
ucts  Corp.  at  the  above-named  points. 
Sub-49  in  pertinent  part  authorizes 
the  transportation  of:  (1)  Such  com¬ 
modities  as  are  dealt  in  by  retail  and 
chain  grocery,  hardware,  and  drug 
stores,  in  containers  (except  food¬ 
stuffs,  and  materials  and  supplies 
(except  in  bulk)),  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  and  distribution  of  the  above-de¬ 
scribed  commodities,  between  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Wyeth  Laboratories,  Ecko 
Products,  Ecko  Housewares,  and 
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Boyle-Midway,  Inc.,  divisions  of 
American  Home  Products  Corp.,  at  or 
near  Chicago,  IL,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Denver,  CO,  Arling¬ 
ton,  TX,  Detroit,  MI,  and  Los  Angeles, 
CA.  (2)  Confectioneries,  from  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  E.  J.  Brach  Sc  Sons,  division 
of  American  Home  Products  Corp.,  at 
or  near  Chicago,  IL,  to  Denver,  CO, 
and  Detroit,  MI,  with  no  transporta¬ 
tion  for  compensation  on  return 
except  as  otherwise  authorized.  By  the 
instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks  to 
modify  the  certificates  as  follows:  (A) 
Transfer  paragraphs  (1)  and  (2)  of 
Sub-49  to  Sub- 17,  renumber  them  as 
paragraphs  (5)  and  (6)  respectively, 
and  delete  the  references  to  the  spe¬ 
cifically  named  divisions  of  Americam 
Home  Products  Corp.;  (B)  substitute 
Purex  Corp.  for  American  Home  Prod¬ 
ucts  Corp.  in  paragraph  (1)  of  Sub-49, 
and  delete  paragraph  (2)  of  Sub-49 
and  renumber  paragraphs  (3)  and  (4) 
as  (2)  and  (3);  and  (C)  add  paragraph 
(7)  to  Sub-17  to  read  as  follows:  (7)  (a) 
Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
retail  and  chain  grocery,  hardware, 
and  drug  stores,  in  containers,  and  (b) 
materials  and  supplies  (except  in  bulk) 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  the  commodities  described  in 
(7)(a)  above,  between  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other. 
New  York,  NY,  Cranford,  NJ,  and 
Canton,  OH.  Restriction:  The  oper¬ 
ations  authorized  in  (7)  are  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  shipments 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  American  Home  Products  Corp. 
at  the  above-named  points. 

MC  140241  (Sub-3)  (M1F)  (notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  certificate), 
filed  April  17,  1978.  Petitioner: 

DALKE  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Box  7, 
Moundridge,  KS  67107.  Representa¬ 
tive:  Jim  Dalke  (same  address  as  peti¬ 
tioner).  Petitioner  holds  a  motor 
common  carrier,  certificate  in  No.  MC 
140241  (Sub-3)  issued  July  30,  1976, 
authorizing  transportation,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  as  pertinent.  Part  (B)  (1) 
Clay  products,  masonry  products,  con¬ 
crete  blocks,  and  concrete  brickstone, 
including  accessories  and  supplies, 
used  in  the  installation  thereof  when 
shipped  in  mixed  loads  with  the  said 
commodities  (except  refractories, 
prestressed  concrete  products,  cement 
and  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
points  in  KS  (except  Pittsburg,  KS, 
and  points  in  the  commercial  zone 
thereof  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion),  MO,  OK,  TX,  CO,  NE,  IL 
(except  from  Olmsted,  IL,  to  points  in 
OK,  AR,  MO,  LA,  MN,  and  WI),  SD, 
MN,  AR  (except  from  points  in 
Pulaski  County,  AR),  NM,  WY,  WI, 
and  ND.  Restriction:  The  operations 
authorized  in  (B)  above  are  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  originating  at  points  in  MN  and 
WI;  (2)  Between  points  in  LA,  on  the 
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one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
MO,  KS  (except  Pittsburg,  KS,  and 
points  in  the  commercial  zone  thereof 
as  defined  by  the  Commission),  OK, 
TX,  NM,  AR  (except  from  points  in 
Pulaski  County,  AR),  WY,  and  CO. 
Restriction:  The  operations  authorized 
immediately  above  are  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  from  the  plant  of  W.  S.  Dickey 
Clay  Manufacturing  Co.  near  Lehigh, 
LA.  By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner 
seeks  to  modify  the  above  authority 
by  deleting  the  exception  against  the 
transportation  of  refractories  in  the 
commodity  description. 

MC  140484  (Sub-1)  (M1F)  (notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  certificate), 
filed  April  20,  1978.  Petitioner: 

LESTER  COGGINS  TRUCKING. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  69,  Ft.  Myers,  FL 
33901.  Representative:  Chester  A. 
Zyblut,  366  Executive  Building,  1030 
15th  Street  NW.t  Washington,  DC 
20005.  Petitioner  holds  a  motor 
common  carrier,  certificate  in  MC 
140484  Sub-1,  issued  October  1.  1976, 
authorizing  transportation,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  of  (1)  Horticultural  com¬ 
modities  (2)  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  connection  with  the  growing, 
distribution,  shipping,  and  marketing 
of  horticultural  commodities  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  and  (3)  commod¬ 
ities  the  transportation  of  which  is 
exempt  from  economics  regulation 
under  section  203(b)(6)  of  part  II  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  restrict¬ 
ed  in  (1)  and  (2)  above  to  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  commodities  moving  at  the 
same  time  and  in  the  same  vehicle 
with  the  commodities  named  in  (3) 
above,  between  points  in  FL,  CA,  PA, 
OH  (except  Marysville),  and  MI,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI).  By  the  instant  petition, 
petitioner  seeks  to  modify  the  above 
authority  by  deleting  the  restriction 
“restricted  in  (1)  and  (2)  above  to  the 
transportation  of  commodities  moving 
at  the  same  time  and  in  the  same  vehi¬ 
cle  with  the  commodities  named  in  (3) 
above.” 

MC  140779  (Sub-2)  (M1F)  (notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  permit), 
filed  April  25.  1978.  Petitioner:  TRAN¬ 
SIT  SERVICING,  INC.,  8121  C  East 
34  Miles  Road,  Cadillac,  MI  49601. 
Representative:  Burton  A.  Hines,  Sr., 
P.O.  Box  456,  Cadillac,  MI  49601.  Peti¬ 
tioner  holds  a  motor  contract  carrier 
permit  in  No.  MC  140779  Sub-2,  issued 
September  24,  1976,  authorizing  trans¬ 
portation,  over  irregular  routes,  of 
such  retail  merchandise  as  dealt  in  by 
S.  S.  Kresge  Co.,  between  the  ware¬ 
house  of  Transit  Servicing,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Cadillac,  MI,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  lower 
penisula  of  MI  on  and  north  of  MI 
Hwy  20  and  that  part  of  the  counties 
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of  Newaygo,  Mecosta,  Montcalm,  Isa¬ 
bella,  and  Midland  lying  south  of  MI 
Hwy  20  and  the  counties  of  Mackinac 
and  Chippewa  in  the  Upper  Peninsula 
of  MI.  Restriction:  The  operations  au¬ 
thorized  herein  are  limited  to  a  trans¬ 
portation  service  to  be  performed, 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  S.  S.  Kresge  Co.,  of  Troy, 
MI.  By  the  instant  petition  petitioner 
seeks  to  modify  the  above  authority 
by  adding  Meldisco,  a  division  of  Mel¬ 
ville  Corp.  as  an  additional  contracting 
shipper. 

Repblications  of  Grants  of 
Operating  Rights  Authority  Prior 
to  Certification 

The  following  grants  of  operating 
rights  authorities  are  republished  by 
order  of  the  Commission  to  indicate  a 
broadened  grant  of  authority  over 
that  previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  must  be  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  within  30  days  after  the  date 
of  this  Federal  Register  notice.  All 
pleadings  and  documents  must  clearly 
specify  the  “F”  suffix  where  the 
docket  is  so  identified  in  this  notice. 
Such  pleading  shall  comply  with  Spe¬ 
cial  Rule  247(e)  of  the  Commission’s 
General  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR 
1100.247)  addressing  specifically  the 
issues(s)  indicated  as  the  purpose  for 
republication,  and  including  copies  of 
intervenor’s  conflicting  authorities 
and  a  concise  statement  of 
intervenor’s  interest  in  the  proceeding 
setting  forth  in  detail  the  precise 
manner  in  which  it  has  been 
prejudiced  by  lack  of  notice  of  the  au¬ 
thority  granted.  A  copy  of  the  plead¬ 
ing  shall  be  served  concurrently  upon 
the  carrier’s  representative,  or  carrier 
if  no  representative  is  named. 

MC  41635  (Sub-49)  (republication), 
filed  October  5,  1977,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  December  8, 
1977,  and  republished  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant:  DEALERS  TRANSPORT  CO.,  a 
corporation,  P.O.  Box  482,  Memphis, 
TN  38101.  Representative:  Richard  D. 
Gleaves,  631  Stahlman  Building,  Nash¬ 
ville,  TN  37201.  An  order  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  Review  Board  No.  3,  decided 
June  12,  1978,  and  served  July  5,  1978, 
finds  that  the  present  and  future 
public  convenience  and  necessity  re¬ 
quire  operation  by  applicant,  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  in  the  transportation 
of  new  motor  vehicles,  in  initial  move¬ 
ments,  in  truckaway  service,  from 
Baton  Rouge,  LA,  to  points  in 
Angelina,  Brazoria,  Chambers,  Fort 
Bend,  Gaveston,  Hardin,  Harris, 
Jasper,  Jefferson,  Liberty,  Montgom¬ 
ery,  Nacogdoches,  Newton,  Orange, 
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Polk,  Sabine,  San  Jacinto,  Shelby,  San 
Augustine,  and  Tyler  Counties.  TX, 
that  applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able 
properly  to  perform  such  service  and 
to  conform  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act.  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations 
thereunder.  The  purpose  of  this  re¬ 
publication  is  to  modify  the  commod¬ 
ity  and  territorial  description. 

MC  128633  (Sub- 16)  (republication), 
filed  September  20,  1977,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Novem¬ 
ber  25,  1977,  and  republished  this 
issue.  Applicant:  LAUREL  HILL 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation,  614 
New  County  Road,  Secaucus,  NJ 
07094.  Representative:  William  J. 
Augello,  120  Main  Street,  P.O.  Box  Z, 
Huntington,  NY  11743.  An  order  of 
the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
decided  June  20,  1978,  and  served  July 
5,  1978,  finds  that  the  present  and 
future  public  convenience  and  necessi¬ 
ty  require  operation  by  applicant,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
contract  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  in  the  transportation 
of  (1)  infant  food  formula,  in  contain¬ 
ers;  and  (2)  medical  products,  from  the 
facilities  of  Wyeth  Laboratories,  at 
Mason  and  Lake  Odessa,  MI,  Philadel¬ 
phia,  PA,  and  Chicago,  IL,  to  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Wyeth  Laboratories,  at  New 
York,  NY,  Baltimore,  MD,  Philadel¬ 
phia,  PA,  Andover,  MA,  Memphis,  TN, 
Atlanta,  GA,  and  Chicago,  IL,  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Wyeth  Laboratories,  of  Paoli,  PA,  will 
be  consistent  with  the  public  interest 
and  the  national  transportation  policy; 
that  applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able 
properly  to  perform  such  service  and 
to  conform  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations 
thereunder.  The  purpose  of  this  re¬ 
publication  is  to  broaden  the  territori¬ 
al  description  by  adding  Baltimore, 
MD.  and  Philadelphia,  PA,  as  a  desti¬ 
nation  points. 

MC  139958  (Sub-4)  (2nd  republica¬ 
tion),  filed  September  29,  1977,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  Decmber  8,  1977,  republished  as 
amended  February  9,  1978,  and  repub¬ 
lished  this  issue.  Applicant:  R.  T. 
TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC.,  801  S.  13th 
Street,  Louisville,  KY  40210.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Rudy  Yessin,  314  Wilkinson 
Street,  Frankfort,  KY  40601.  An  order 
of  the  Commission,  by  the  initial  deci¬ 
sion,  served  May  26,  1978,  effective 
July  5,  1978,  finds  that  the  present 
and  future  public  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity  require  operation,  by  applicant, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting  ma¬ 
terials,  supplies  and  equipment,  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  paper  and 
paper  products,  between  the  facilities 


of  Western  Kraft  Paper  Group,  at 
Hawesville,  KY,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other  points  in  GA,  OH,  WV, 
IN,  IL.  KY,  MI,  MO,  NC,  and  TN.  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
commodities  in  bulk,  that  applicant  is 
fit,  willing,  and  able  properly  to  per¬ 
form  such  service  and  to  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rule  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
this  republication  is  to  indicate  the 
supporting  shipper  as  Westertn  Kraft 
Paper  Group,  at  Portland,  OR,  in  lieu 
of  WesCor  Corp.,  at  Hawesville,  KY; 
WesCor  is  now  a  division  of  the  Port¬ 
land  firm. 


Motor  Carrier,  Broker,  Water 
Carrier  and  Freight  Forwarder 
Operating  Rights  Applications 


The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rules  247  of  the 
Commission’s  general  rules  of  practice 
(49  CFR  1100.247).  These  rules  pro¬ 
vide,  among  other  things,  that  a  pro¬ 
test  to  the  granting  of  an  application 
must  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
within  30  days  after  the  date  of  notice 
of  filing  of  the  application  is  published 
in  the  Federal  Register.  Failure  to 
seasonably  to  file  seasonably  a  protest 
will  be  construed  as  a  waiver  of  opposi¬ 
tion  and  participation  in  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  A  protest  under  these  rules  should 
comply  with  section  247(e)(3)  of  the 
rules  of  practice  which  requires  that  it 
set  forth  specifically  the  grounds  upon 
which  it  is  made,  contain  a  detailed 
statement  of  protestant’s  interest  in 
the  proceeding  (including  a  copy  of 
the  specific  portions  of  its  authority 
which  protestant  believes  to  be  in  con¬ 
flict  with  that  sought  in  the  applica¬ 
tion,  and  describing  in  detail  the 
method— whether  by  joinder, 
interline,  or  other  means— by  which 
protestant  would  use  such  authority 
to  provide  all  or  part  of  the  service 
proposed),  and  shall  specify  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  facts,  matters,  and 
things  relied  upon,  but  shall  not  in¬ 
clude  issues  or  allegations  phrased 
generally,  protests  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  rules  may  be  rejected.  The  original 
and  one  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be 
filed  with  the  Commission,  and  a  copy 
shall  be  served  concurrently  upon  ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative,  or  applicant  if 
no  representative  is  named.  All  plead¬ 
ings  and  documents  must  clearly  speci¬ 
fy  the  “F”  suffix  where  the  docket  is 
so  identified  in  this  notice.  If  the  pro¬ 
test  includes  a  request  for  oral  hear¬ 
ing.  such  requests  shall  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  247(e)(4)  of  the 
special  rules,  and  shall  include  the  cer¬ 
tification  required  therein.  Section 
247(f)  further  provides,  in  part,  that 
an  applicant  who  does  not  intend 
timely  to  prosecute  its  application 


shall  promptly  request  dismissal 
thereof,  and  that  failure  to  prosecute 
an  application  under  procedures  or¬ 
dered  by  the  Commission  will  result  in 
dismissal  of  the  application.  Further 
processing  steps  will  be  by  Commission 
decision  which  will  be  served  on  each 
party  of  record.  Broadening  amend¬ 
ments  will  not  be  accepted  after  the 
date  of  this  publication  except  for 
good  cause  shown,  and  restrictive 
amendments  will  not  be  entertained 
following  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  a  notice  that  the  proceed¬ 
ing  has  been  assigned  for  oral  hearing. 
Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  resulting 
from  approval  of  its  application. 

MC  1745  (Sub-8F),  filed  March  29. 
1978.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  5801  Rolling  Road,  West 
Springfield,  VA  22152.  Representative: 
Donald  J.  Morrissette,  5801  Rolling 
Road,  West  Springfield,  VA  22152.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Household 
goods,  between  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Hawaii  and  Alaska). 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  220  (Sub-560F),  filed  April  3, 
1978.  Applicant:  ROADWAY  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  471,  1077 
Gorge  Boulevard,  Akron,  OH  44309. 
Representative:  William  O.  Turney, 
Suite  1010,  7101  Wisconsin  Avenue, 
Washington,  DC  20014.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commod¬ 
ities  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
class  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment)  serving 
Deridder,  Leesville,  and  Fort  Polk,  LA 
as  off-route  points  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  regular  routes.  (Hearing 
site:  Shreveport,  LA  or  Dallas,  TX.) 

Note.  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  3854,  (Sub-42F),  filed  April  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  BURTON  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  11306,  East  Durham 
Station,  Durham,  NC  27703.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Edward  G.  Villalon,  1032 
Pennsylvania  Building,  Pennsylvania 
Avenue  and  13th  Street,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC  20004.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Building,  roofing,  and  insu¬ 
lating  boards  and  panels,  from 
Woodstock,  VA,  to  points  in  TN,  GA, 
and  FL.  (Hearing  Site:  Washington, 
DC.) 

MC  4484  (Sub-3F),  filed  April  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  CROWN  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  R.D.  2,  Wampum,  PA 
16157.  Representative:  Andrew  R. 
Clark,  1000  First  National  Bank  Build- 
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ing,  Minneapolis,  MN  55402.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Compressors, 
rotary  drills,  drilling  and  mining  ma¬ 
chinery,  and  component  parts  and  ma¬ 
terials  and  supplies  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  thereof,  between  Franklin,  PA, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  in  and  east 
of  MI,  WI,  IA,  MO,  OK,  and  TX. 
(Hearing  site:  Pittsburgh,  PA  or  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC.) 


weight,  require  special  equipment  or 
handling,  and  materials,  parts,  and 
supplies  that  are  pertinent  to  or  a  nec¬ 
essary  part  of  such  commodities,  be¬ 
tween  (1)  points  in  or  within  25  miles 
of  the  boundary  of  the  San  Francisco 
territory,  as  described  in  part  II  at¬ 
tached  hereto,  (2)  points  on  or  within 
25  miles  of  the  following  highways:  (a) 
U.S.  Hwy  40  between  Richmond,  CA, 
and  the  CA-NV  State  line,  inclusive, 

(b)  U.S.  Hwy  50  between  Hayward,  CA, 
and  the  CA-NV  State  line,  inclusive, 

(c)  U.S.  Hwy  99.  99-W,  and  99-E,  be¬ 
tween  Red  Bluff  and  Merced,  CA,  in¬ 
clusive,  (d)  U.S.  Hwy  40-Altemate  be¬ 
tween  U.S.  Hwy  40  near  Davis,  CA, 
and  the  CA-NV  State  line  near 
Peavine,  CA,  inclusive,  (e)  CA  Hwy  36 
between  Red  Bluff  and  Johnstonville, 
CA,  inclusive,  (f)  U.S.  Hwy  395  be¬ 
tween  Johnstonville,  CA,  and  the  CA- 
NV  State  line  near  Peavine,  CA,  inclu¬ 
sive,  (g)  U.S.  Hwy  395  between  the 
CA-NV  State  line  near  Topaz  Lake 
and  Lee  Vining,  CA,  inclusive,  (h)  CA 
Hwy  32  between  Chico,  CA,  and  CA 
Hwy  36,  inclusive,  (i)  CA  Hwy  89  be¬ 
tween  CA  Hwy  36  and  U.S.  Hwy  395 
near  Topaz  Lake,  CA,  inclusive,  (J)  un¬ 
numbered  Hwy  between  U.S.  Hwy  40- 
Alternate  and  Quincy,  CA,  via  Honcut, 
La  Porte,  and  Nelson  Point,  CA,  inclu¬ 
sive,  (k)  CA  Hwy  49  between  Sattley, 
CA,  and  CA  Hwy  120  at  Yosemite 
Junction,  inclusive,  (1)  CA  Hwy  20  be¬ 
tween  Williams,  CA,  and  U.S.  Hwy  40 
near  Cisco,  CA,  inclusive,  (m)  CA  Hwy 
24  between  Oakland  and  Sacramento, 
CA,  inclusive,  (n)  CA  Hwy  4  between 
U.S.  Hwy  40,  near  Pinole,  CA,  and  CA 
Hwy  89  near  Markleyville,  CA,  inclu¬ 
sive,  (o)  CA  Hwy  120  between  U.S. 
Hwy  50,  near  Lathrop,  and  Lee  Vining, 
CA,  inclusive,  and  (p)  CA  Hwy  108  be¬ 
tween  Sonora,  CA,  and  U.S.  Hwy  395, 
near  Fales  Hot  Springs,  CA,  inclusive. 
Through  routes  and  rates  may  be  es¬ 
tablished  between  any  and  all  points 
and  places  specified  in  subparagraphs 
(1)  through  (2)(p)  above.  Applicant 
may  use  any  and  all  available  alter¬ 
nate  routes  for  operating  convenience 
only.  (C)  Machinery,  equipment,  mate¬ 
rials,  and  supplies  incidental  to  or 
used  in  the  construction,  exploration, 
development,  operation,  refining,  pro¬ 
duction,  and  maintenance  of  facilities 
for  the  discovery,  development,  pro¬ 
duction,  or  refining  of  natural  gas,  pe¬ 
troleum  and  petroleum  products,  (D) 
machinery  and  equipment  of  unusual 
size  or  weight,  (E)  property  or  com¬ 
modities  of  unusual  size  and  weight 
requiring  the  use  of  special  equipment, 

(F)  building  contractors’  equipment, 

(G)  grading  and  pavement  equipment, 

(H)  electrical  transmission  equipment, 

(I)  water  well  drilling  equipment,  (J) 
mining  machinery  and  equipment,  (K) 
fabricated  structures,  tanks,  and  hang¬ 
ers,  (L)  such  materials  and  supplies  as 
are  appurtenant  to  or  a  necessary  part 


of  the  machinery,  equipment,  and 
property  herein  authorized  to  be 
transported  in  paragraphs  (D)  to  (K), 
inclusive,  but  not  building  or  construc¬ 
tion  materials  and  supplies  generally 
used  in  the  various  building  and  con¬ 
struction  businesses,  between  points 
on  or  within  50  road  miles  laterally  of 
the  following  routes:  U.S.  Hwy  101, 
By-Pass,  and  101-Altemate,  between 
the  Mexican  border  and  King  City, 
CA,  U.S.  Hwy  99  between  the  Mexican 
border  and  Madera,  CA,  U.S.  Hwy  6 
between  Los  Angeles  and  Benton  Sta¬ 
tion,  CA,  U.S.  Hwy  395  between  San 
Bernardino  and  Inyokem,  CA,  CA 
Hwy  127  between  Baker,  CA,  and  NV 
State  line.  U.S.  Hwy  466  between  Bar- 
stow,  CA  and  NV  State  line.  U.S.  Hwy 
66  between  Los  Angeles  and  Needles, 
CA,  U.S.  Hwy  70  between  Los  Angeles 
and  Blythe,  CA,  U.S.  Hwy  80  between 
San  Diego  and  Winterhaven,  CA.  Ap¬ 
plicant  may  traverse  those  portions  of 
U.S.  Hwy  101  and  U.S  Hwy  99  for  op¬ 
erating  convenience  only,  and  without 
service  to  any  points  thereon  along 
said  highways,  between  San  Martin 
and  King  City,  CA  on  UJS.  Hwy  101 
and  Madera  and  Merced,  CA  on  U.S. 
Hwy  99.  The  authority  set  forth  in 
paragraphs  (A)  and  (B)  are  subject  to 
the  following  restrictions:  (1)  It  shall 
not  transport  shipments  to,  from  or 
between  any  point  in  Sonoma  County. 
(2)  It  shall  not  transport  shipments  of 
less  than  10,000  lbs  from,  to  or  be¬ 
tween  points  on  the  following  high¬ 
ways:  (a)  U.S.  Hwy  50  between  Tahoe 
Valley  and  the  CA-NV  State  line,  (b) 
CA  Hwy  89  between  Truckee  and 
Tahoe  Valley,  CA.  II.  San  Francisco 
territory  includes  all  the  city  of  San 
Jose,  CA  and  that  area  embraced  by 
the  following  boundary:  Beginning  at 
the  point  the  San  Francisco-Mateo 
County  boundary  line  meets  the  Pacif¬ 
ic  Ocean;  then  easterly  along  said 
boundary  line  to  a  point  1  mile  west  of 
U.S.  Hwy  101;  southerly  along  an 
imaginary  line  1  mile  west  of  and 
paralleling  U.S.  Hwy  101  to  its  inter¬ 
section  with  Southern  Pacific  Co. 
right-of-way  at  Arastradero  Road; 
southeasterly  along  the  Southern  Pa¬ 
cific  Co.  right-of-way  to  Pollard  Road, 
including  industries  served  by  the 
Southern  Pacific  Co.  spur  line  extend¬ 
ing  approximately  2  miles  southwest 
from  Simla  to  Permanente;  easterly 
along  Pollard  Road  to  West  Parr 
Avenue;  easterly  along  West  Parr 
Avenue  to  Capri  Drive;  southerly 
along  Capri  Drive  to  East  Parr 
Avenue;  easterly  along  East  Parr 
Avenue  to  the  Southern  Pacific  Co. 
right-of-way;  southerly  along  the 
Southern  Pacific  Co.  right-of-way  to 
the  Campbell-Los  Gatos  city  limits; 
easterly  along  said  limits  and  the  pro¬ 
longation  thereof  to  the  San  Jose-Los 
Gatos  Road;  northeasterly  along  San 
Jose-Los  Gatos  Road  to  Foxworthy 


Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  8472  (Sub-5F),  filed  April  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  SOUTH  END 
CARTAGE,  INC.,  4222  South  Knox 
Avenue,  Chicago,  IL  60632.  Represent¬ 
ative:  Abraham  A.  Diamond,  29  South 
LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60603.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  re¬ 
stricted  to  shipments  in  steamship  and 
rail  demountable  containers,  without 
chassis,  between  steamship  and  rail  fa¬ 
cilities  in  IL,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
points  in  IL,  IN,  MI,  WI,  IA,  and  MN, 
on  the  other;  and  empty  steamship 
and  rail  demountable  containers,  with¬ 
out  chassis,  from  points  in  IL,  IN,  MI, 
WI,  IA,  and  MN,  to  steamship  and  rail 
facilities  in  IL.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago, 
IL.) 

MC  8771  (Sub-4  IF),  filed  April  14, 
1978.  Applicant:  SAW  MILL  SUPPLY, 
INC.,  1018  Saw  Mill  River  Road,  Yon¬ 
kers,  NY  10710.  Representative:  John 
R.  Sims,  Jr.,  915  Pennsylvania  Build¬ 
ing,  425  13th  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20004.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (a) 
Aluminum  pipe,  fittings  and  accesso¬ 
ries,  from  Ellenville,  NY,  to  points  in 
LA,  TX,  NE.  MN,  CO,  OK,  AL,  AR, 
GA,  and  FL;  and  (b)  aluminum  billets, 
from  the  destination  points  listed  in 
(a)  above,  to  Ellenville,  NY.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC,  or  New  York, 
NY.) 

MC  14138  (Sub-7F),  filed  April  3, 
1978.  Applicant:  HEAVY  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  6142  Paramount  Boule¬ 
vard,  Long  Beach,  CA  90805.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  3426 
North  Washington  Boulevard,  P.O. 
Box  1240,  Arlington,  VA  22210.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  I.  (A)  Con¬ 
struction,  mining  and  logging  machin¬ 
ery,  equipment,  materials,  and  sup¬ 
plies,  restricted  to  shipments  weighing 
5,000  lbs  or  more,  (B)  Commodities, 
which  by  reason  of  size,  bulk  or 
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Avenue;  easterly  along  Foxworthy 
Avenue  to  Almaden  Road;  southerly 
along  Almaden  Road  to  Hillsdale 
Avenue;  easterly  along  Hillsdale 
Avenue  to  U.S.  Hwy  101;  northwester¬ 
ly  along  U.S.  Hwy  101  to  Tully  Road; 
northeasterly  along  Tully  Road  to 
White  Road;  northwesterly  along 
White  Road  to  McKee  Road;  south¬ 
westerly  along  McKee  Road  to  Capitol 
Avenue;  northwesterly  along  Capitol 
Avenue  to  CA  Hwy  17  (Oakland 
Road);  northerly  along  CA  Hwy  17  to 
Warm  Springs;  northerly  along  the 
unnumbered  highway  via  Mission  San 
Jose  and  Niles  to  Hayward;  northerly 
along  Foothill  Boulevard  to  Seminary 
Avenue;  easterly  along  Seminary 
Avenue  to  Mountain  Boulevard;  north¬ 
erly  along  Mountain  Boulevard  and 
Moraga  Avenue  to  Estates  Drive;  west¬ 
erly  along  Estates  Drive,  Harbord 
Drive,  and  Broadway  Terrace  to  Col¬ 
lege  Avenue;  northerly  along  College 
Avenue  to  Dwight  Way;  easterly  along 
Dwight  Way  to  the  Berkley-Oakland 
boundary  line;  northerly  along  said 
boundary  line  to  the  campus  boundary 
of  the  University  of  California  north¬ 
erly  and  westerly  along  the  campus 
boundary  line  of  the  University  of 
California  to  Euclid  Avenue;  northerly 
along  Euclid  Avenue  to  Marin  Avenue; 
westerly  along  Marin  Avenue  to  Ar¬ 
lington  Avenue;  northerly  along  Ar¬ 
lington  Avenue  to  U.S.  Hwy  40  (San 
Pablo  Avenue);  northerly  along  U.S. 
Hwy  40  to  and  including  the  city  of 
Richmond;  southwesterly  along  the 
highway  extending  from  the  city  of 
Richmond  to  Point  Richmond;  south¬ 
erly  along  an  imaginary  line  from 
Point  Richmond  to  the  San  Francisco 
waterfront  at  the  foot  of  Market 
Street;  westerly  along  said  waterfront 
and  shore  line  to  the  Pacific  Ocean; 
southerly  along  the  shore  line  of  the 
Pacific  Ocean  to  point  to  beginning. 
III.  (1)  Gypsum  board  and  accessories 
therefor  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  facilities  of  the  Celotex 
Corp.,  at  or  near  Hamlin,  TX,  to 
points  in  CA;  and  (2)  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture,  dis¬ 
tribution,  or  installation  of  commod¬ 
ities  named  in  (1)  above,  from  points 
in  CA,  to  the  facilities  of  the  Celotex 
Corp.,  at  or  near  Hamlin,  TX.  Restric¬ 
tion:  Restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  shipments  originating  at  or  destined 
to  points  named  above.  (Hearing  site: 
Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

Note.— Applicant  states  that  the  purpose 
of  parts  I  and  II  of  the  application  is  to  con¬ 
vert  applicant’s  said  Certificate  of  Registra¬ 
tion  to  a  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
and  Necessity. 

MC  14321  (Sub-1  IF),  filed  April  11, 
1978.  Applicant:  ENGEL  VAN  LINES, 
INC.,  901  Julia  Street,  Elizabeth,  NJ 
07201.  Representative:  Robert  J. 
Gallagher,  1000  Connecticut  Avenue, 
Suite  1200,  Washington,  DC  20036.  Au¬ 


thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Empty  house¬ 
hold  goods  shipping  containers 
(except  containers  made  of  paper  or 
paper  products),  (a)  between  points  in 
NJ,  NY,  ME.  NH,  VT,  MA,  RI,  CT,  PA, 
DE,  MD,  WV,  NC,  SC,  GA,  FL,  AL,  LA, 
KY,  TN,  MO,  IN,  VA,  OH.  IL,  MI.  WI, 
MN,  AR,  MS,  OK,  TX,  CO,  NE,  IA, 
KS,  and  DC,  and  (b)  between  points  in 
(a)  above,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AZ  and  CA.  (Hear¬ 
ing  site:  Newark,  NJ.) 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  16903  (Sub-55F),  filed  April  14, 
1978.  Applicant:  MOON  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1275,  Bloo¬ 
mington,  IN  47401.  Representative: 
Donald  W.  Smith,  P.O.  Box  40659, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46240.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Roof  insulation, 
from  the  facilities  of  the  Celetex 
Corp.,  at  Elizabethtown,  KY,  to  points 
in  CT,  MA,  ME,  NH,  RI,  and  VT. 
(Hearing  site:  Indianapolis,  IN,  or 
Tampa,  FL.) 

MC  23618  (Sub-26F),  filed  April  14, 
1978.  Applicant:  McALISTER 

TRUCKING  CO.,  d.b.a.  MATCO,  P.O. 
Box  2377,  Abilene,  TX  79604.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Larry  Wells,  Suite  1125 
Exchange  Park,  P.O.  Box  45538, 
Dallas,  TX  75245.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Bentonite  clay  and  lignite 
coal  (except  in  bulk),  (a)  from  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  American  Colloid  Co.,  at 
points  in  Crook  County,  WY,  and  Phil¬ 
lips  County,  MT,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI); 
and  (b)  from  the  facilities  of  American 
Colloid  Co.,  at  or  near  Lovell,  WY,  to 
points  in  CA,  LA,  OK,  and  TX;  (2) 
bentonite  clay,  lignite  coal  (except  in 
bulk),  and  foundation  water  imped¬ 
ance  boards,  from  the  facilities  of 
American  Colloid  Co.,  at  Belle 
Fourche,  SD,  to  points  in  CA,  LA,  and 
TX;  and  (3)  lignite  coal,  from  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  American  Colloid  Co.,  at 
Gascoyne,  ND,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA, 
LA,  NM,  OK,  and  TX.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  35227  (Sub-8F),  filed  April  3, 
1978.  Applicant:  EDSON  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  887,  Longmont,  CO 
80501.  Representative:  Richard  P.  Kis¬ 
singer,  Steele  Park,  Suite  330,  50 
South  Steele  Street,  Denver,  CO 
80209.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 


ment),  (A)  between  Denver,  CO  and 
Fort  Collins,  CO:  (1)  From  Denver 
over  U.S.  Hwy  87  (Interstate  25)  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  36  (Denver-Boulder 
Turnpike),  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  36  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  287,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  287  to  Fort  Collins,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  (2)  from  Denver  over 
U.S.  Hwy  87  (Interstate  25)  to  junction 
CO  Hwy  14,  then  over  CO  Hwy  14  to 
Fort  Collins,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 
(3)  from  Denver  over  U.S.  Hwy  87  (In¬ 
terstate  25)  to  junction  CO  Hwy  68, 
then  over  CO  Hwy  68  to  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  287,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  287  to 
Fort  Collins,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 
(B)  between  Denver,  CO  and  Loveland, 
CO:  (1)  From  Denver  over  U.S.  Hwy  87 
(Interstate  25)  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
34,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  34  to  Loveland, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points;  (2)  from 
Denver  over  U.S.  Hwy  87  (Interstate 
25)  to  junction  CO  Hwy  402,  then  over 
CO  Hwy  402  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  287, 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  287  to  Loveland, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points;  (3)  from 
Denver  over  U.S.  Hwy  87  (Interstate 
25)  to  junction  CO  Hwy  60,  then  over 
CO  Hwy  60  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  287, 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  287  to  Loveland, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points;  (C)  be¬ 
tween  Denver,  CO  and  Ault,  CO:  (1) 
From  Denver  over  U.S.  Hwy  85  to 
Ault,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  and 
the  off-route  points  of  Kersey,  CO, 
and  the  facilities  of  Monfort  of  Colo¬ 
rado,  Inc.  located  approximately  4 
miles  east  of  Kersey;  (2)  from  Denver 
over  U.S.  Hwy  87  (Interstate  25)  to 
junction  CO  Hwy  14,  then  over  CO 
Hwy  14  to  Ault,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  (3)  from  Denver  over  U.S.  Hwy 
87  (Interstate  25)  to  junction  CO  Hwy 
392,  then  over  CO  Hwy  392  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  85,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  85  to 
Ault,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  (4) 
from  Denver  over  U.S.  Hwy  87  (Inter¬ 
state  25)  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  34,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  34  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
85,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  85  to  Ault,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  (5)  from  Denver 
over  U.S.  Hwy  87  (Interstate  25)  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  34,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  34  to  junction  CO  Hwy  257,  then 
over  CO  Hwy  257  to  junction  CO  Hwy 
392,  then  over  CO  Hwy  392  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  85,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  85  to 
Ault,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  (6) 
from  Denver  over  U.S.  Hwy  87  (Inter¬ 
state  25)  to  junction  CO  Hwy  66,  then 
over  CO  Hwy  66  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
85,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  85  to  Ault,  and 
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return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  (7)  from  Denver 
over  U.S.  Hwy  87  (Interstate  25)  to 
junction  CO  Hwy  7,  then  over  CO 
Hwy  7  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  85,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  85  to  Ault,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  (D)  between 
Longmont,  Co  and  Ault,  CO:  (1)  Prom 
Longmont,  ove/  CO  Hwy  119  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Hwy  87  (Interstate  25),  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  87  to  junction  CO  Hwy 
14,  then  over  CO  Hwy  14  to  Ault,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  (2)  from 
Longmont  over  CO  Hwy  119  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Hwy  87  (Interstate  25),  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  87  to  junction  CO  Hwy 
392,  then  over  CO  Hwy  392  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  85,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  85  to 
Ault,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  (3) 
from  Longmont  over  CO  Hwy  119  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  87  (Interstate  25), 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  87  to  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  34,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  34  to 
junction  CO  Hwy  257,  then  over  CO 
Hwy  257  to  junction  CO  Hwy  392, 
then  over  CO  Hwy  392  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  85,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  85  to 
Ault,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  (4) 
from  Longmont  over  CO  Hwy  119  to 
junction  UJS.  Hwy  87  (Interstate  25), 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  87  to  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  34,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  34  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  85,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  85  to  Ault,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  and  the  off-route  points  of 
Kersey,  CO,  and  the  facilities  of 
Monfort  of  Colorado,  Inc.  located  ap¬ 
proximately  four  miles  east  of  Kersey; 
(5)  from  Longmont  over  CO  Hwy  119 
to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  87  (Interstate 
25),  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  87  to  junction 
CO  Hwy  66,  then  over  CO  Hwy  66  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  85,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  85  to  Ault,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  (6)  from  Longmont  over  U.S. 
Hwy  287  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  34,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  34  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
85,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  85  to  Ault,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  (7)  from 
Longmont  over  U.S.  Hwy  287  to  junc¬ 
tion  CO  Hwy  14,  then  over  CO  Hwy  14 
to  Ault,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 
(Hearing  site:  Port  Collins,  Loveland, 
Greeley,  and  Fort  Lupton,  CO.) 

MC  38921  (Sub-llF),  filed  April  4, 
1978.  Applicant:  WM.  H.P.,  INC.,  1342 
North  Howard  Street,  Philadelphia, 
PA  19122.  Representative:  A.  David 
Millner,  P.O.  Box  1409,  167  Fairfield 
Road,  Fairfield,  NJ  07006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  malt  beverages, 
from  the  facilities  of  C.  Schmidt  & 
Sons,  Inc.,  in  Philadelphia,  PA,  to 


points  in  NY,  (except  those  in  the  New 
York,  NY  commercial  zone).  (Hearing 
site:  Philadelphia,  PA  or  Washington, 
DC.) 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  41406  (Sub-73F),  filed  April  5, 
1978.  Applicant:  ARTIM  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION  SYSTEM,  INC.,  7105  Kenne¬ 
dy  Avenue,  Hammond,  IN  46323.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  Alki  E.  Scopelitis,  815 
Merchants  Bank  Building, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46204.  Authority 
south  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Enameled 
steel  silos,  loading  and  unloading  de¬ 
vices,  waste  storage  tanks,  livestock 
feed  bunkers,  forage  metering  devices, 
animal  waste  spreader  tanks,  livestock 
feeding  systems,  and  (2)  parts  and  ac¬ 
cessories  for  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  from  DeKalb  and  Eureka,  IL 
and  Elkhom,  WI,  to  points  in  AL,  AR, 
CT,  DE,  DC,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  IA,  KY, 
LA,  ME,  MD,  MA,  MI,  MN,  MS,  MO, 
NH,  NJ.  NY,  NC,  OH,  PA,  RI,  SC,  TN, 
VT,  VA,  WV,  and  WI.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  43593  (Sub-8F),  filed  April  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  FUNK’S  HAULING 
SERVICE,  INC.,  2750  Grant  Avenue, 
Philadelphia,  PA  19114.  Representa¬ 
tive:  Alan  Kahn,  1920  Two  Penn 
Center  Plaza,  Philadelphia,  PA  19102. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives.  household  foods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  from  the  facilities  of  K-Mart 
Corp.,  in  Bensalem  Township,  Bucks 
County,  PA,  to  points  in  PA.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC  or  Philadelphia, 
PA.) 

-  MC  52861  (Sub-42F),  filed  April  14, 
1978.  Applicant:  WILLS  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  5755  Granger  Road,  Cleveland, 
OH  44131.  Representative:  Paul  F. 
Beery,  275  E.  State  Street,  Columbus, 
OH  43215.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Scrap  metals,  in  dump  vehicles, 
between  points  in  IN,  OH,  MI,  PA, 
KY,  and  WV,  in  non-radial  movement. 
(Hearing  site:  Columbus,  OH.) 

MC  53841  (Sub-8F),  filed  April  14, 
1978,  Applicant:  W.  H.  CHRISTIE  & 
SONS,  INC.,  Box  517,  East  State 
Street,  Knox,  PA  16232.  Representa¬ 
tive:  John  A.  Pillar,  205  Ross  Street, 
Pittsburgh,  PA  15219.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Containers,  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture,  sale,  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  containers  (except  com¬ 


modities  in  bulk),  from  Oil  City,  PA, 
to  points  in  DE.  IL,  IN,  KY,  MI.  OH, 
and  WI.  (Hearing  site:  Pittsburgh,  PA 
or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  64832  (Sub-7F),  filed  April  10, 
1978.  Applicant:  MAGNOLIA  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  3097  Fontaine  Road, 
Memphis,  TN  38116.  Represen tatived: 
Donald  B.  Morrison,  P.O.  Box  22628, 
Jackson,  MS  39205.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  (1)  between  Mem¬ 
phis,  TN  and  Baton  Rouge,  LA,  from 
Memphis  over  Interstate  Hwy  55  to 
Junction  Interstate  Hwy  12,  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  12  to  Baton  Rouge, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serv¬ 
ing  Hammond,  LA  as  an  intermediate 
point;  (2)  between  Woodville,  MS  and 
Baton  Rouge,  LA,  from  Woodville  over 
U.S.  Hwy  61  to  Baton  Rouge,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points.  (Hearing  site: 
Memphis,  TN  and  Baton  Rouge,  LA.) 

MC  65475  (Sub-16F),  filed  April  14, 
1978.  Applicant:  JETCO,  INC.,  4701 
Eisenhower  Avenue,  Alexandria,  VA 
22304.  Representative:  J.  G.  Dail,  Jr., 
P.O.  Box  567,  McLean,  VA  22101.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and  steel 
articles,  from  the  facilities  of  George¬ 
town  Steel  Co.,  at  or  near  Andrews 
and  Georgetown,  SC,  to  points  in  CT, 
DE,  MD,  MA,  NJ.  NY,  NC,  PA,  VA, 
WV,  and  DC.  (Hearing  site:  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC.) 

MC  66832  (Sub-3F),  filed  April  5, 
1978.  Applicant:  NARO  ENTER¬ 
PRISES,  INC.,  R.F.D.  No.  1, 
Gouldsboro,  PA  18424.  Representative: 
Joseph  F.  Hoary,  121  South  Main 
Street,  Taylor,  PA  18517.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Such  merchan¬ 
dise  as  is  dealt  in  by  retail  grocery 
stores,  (1)  from  Carlstadt,  NJ  to 
Ithaca,  NY,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract,  or  contracts,  with  Cooperative 
Consumer’s  Society,  Inc.;  and  (2)  from 
New  York,  NY,  to  Wilkes-Barre,  PA, 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  Silver  Foods,  Inc.  (Hearing 
site:  Scranton,  PA.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  69833  (Sub-131F),  filed  April  5, 
1978.  Applicant:  ASSOCIATED 

TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  200  Monroe 
Avenue  NW.,  6th  Floor,  Grand  Rapids, 
MI  49503.  Representative:  Harry 
Pohlad  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle. 
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over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un- 
usual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  (l)(a)  between  Toledo  and 
Cleveland,  OH,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points,  from  Toledo  over  OH  Hwy 
2  to  Cleveland,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (b)  between  the  junction 
of  the  OH-IN  State  line  and  U.S.  Hwy 
20  and  Cleveland,  OH,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points,  from  the  junction 
of  U.S.  Hwy  20  and  OH-IN  State  line 
over  U.S.  Hwy  20  to  Cleveland,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (2)  be¬ 
tween  Cleveland,  OH  and  junction 

U. S.  Hwy  42  and  Interstate  Hwy  70, 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  from 
Cleveland  over  U.S.  Hwy  42  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Hwy  70  and  U.S.  Hwy 
42,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
(3)(a)  between  Cleveland  and  Colum¬ 
bus,  OH,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  from  Cleveland  over  Interstate 
Hwy  71  to  Columbus,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (b)  between  Cleveland 
and  Columbus,  OH,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  from  Cleveland  over 
Interstate  Hwy  77  to  the  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Hwy  70,  then  over  Interstate 
Hwy  70  to  Columbus,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (4)  between  Toledo 
and  Columbus,  OH,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  from  Toledo  over  In¬ 
terstate  Hwy  75  to  junction  with  U.S. 
Hwy  23,  then  U.S.  Hwy  23  to  Colum¬ 
bus,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
(5)  between  Toledo,  OH,  and  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  75  and  Interstate  Hwy 
70,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 
from  Toledo  over  Interstate  Hwy  75  to 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  75  and  Inter¬ 
state  Hwy  70,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  and  (6)  serving  all  points 
in  OH  on  and  west  of  Interstate  Hwy 
77  and  on  and  north  of  Interstate  Hwy 
70  as  off-route  points  in  connection 
with  carrier’s  authorized  regular 
routes.  (Hearing  site:  Columbus,  OH, 
or  Detroit,  MI.) 

MC  82841  (Sub-225F),  filed  April  14, 
1978.  Applicant:  HUNT  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION,  INC.,  10770  “I”  Street, 
Omaha,  NE  68127.  Representative: 
Donald  L.  Stern,  530  Univac  Building, 
7100  West  Center  Road,  Omaha,  NE 
68106.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Cement  asbestos  pipe,  fittings  and  ac¬ 
cessories  necessary  for  the  installation 
thereof,  (1)  from  Van  Buren,  AR,  to 
points  in  AZ,  CA,  NV,  NM,  OK,  OR, 
TX,  and  WA,  and  (2)  from  Ragland, 

AL,  to  points  in  LA,  MS,  NM,  and  TX. 
(Hearing  site:  St.  Louis,  MO.) 

MC  82841  (Sub-234F),  filed  April  14, 
1978.  Applicant:  HUNT  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION,  INC.,  10770  “I”  Street, 
Omaha,  NE  68127.  Representative: 


Donald  L.  Stem,  530  Univac  Building, 
7100  West  Center  Road,  Omaha,  NE 
68106.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Bulk  material  handling  and  process¬ 
ing  equipment,  from  Columbus,  NE,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI),  and  (2)  materials,  sup¬ 
plies,  and  equipment  used  in  the  man¬ 
ufacture  of  the  commodities  named  in 
(1)  above,  from  points  in  IL,  IN,  KS, 
MI,  MN,  MO,  OH,  and  WI,  to  Colum¬ 
bus,  NE.  (Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE.) 

MC  83539  (Sub-485F),  filed  March  8, 
1978.  Applicant:  C  &  H  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION  CO.,  INC.,  9757  Military 
Parkway,  P.O.  Box  270535,  Dallas,  TX 
75227.  Representative:  Thomas  E. 
James  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  (l)(a)  Build¬ 
ings,  complete,  knocked  down  or  in 
sections,  (b)  building  sections  and 
building  panels,  and  (c)  metal  prefab¬ 
ricated  structural  components  and 
panels,  from  the  facilities  of  American 
Buildings  Co.,  located  in  Lyon  County, 
NV,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  ID,  MT, 
NV,  NM,  OR,  TX,  UT,  WA  and  WY; 
and  (2)  Materials,  supplies  and  parts 
(except  commodities  in  bulk)  used  in 
the  manufacture  and  servicing  of  com¬ 
modities  in  (1)  (a),  (b)  and  (c),  from 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI),  to  points  in  Lyon  County, 
NV.  (Hearing  site:  Birmingham,  AL,  or 
Dallas.  TX.) 

MC  96929  (Sub-3F),  filed  March  28, 
1978.  Applicant:  TRIANGLE 

FREIGHT  CO.,  a  corporation,  826 
Main  Street,  Springfield,  CO  80073. 
Representative:  Edward  C.  Hastings, 
666  Sherman  Street,  Denver,  CO 
80203.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  commodities  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  commodities  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment,  and  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission), 
between  points  in  Baca  County,  CO, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  CO.  (Hearing  site:  Denver, 
CO.) 

MC  96992  (Sub-8F),  filed  April  2, 
1978.  Applicant.  HIGHWAY  PIPE¬ 
LINE  TRUCKING  CO.,  P.O.  Box 
1517,  Edinburg,  TX  78539.  Representa¬ 
tive:  Kenneth  R.  Hoffman,  1100 
Milam  Building,  Suite  3300,  Houston, 
TX  77002.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pe¬ 
troleum,  petroleum  products,  vehicle 
body  sealer  and/or  sound  deadener 
compound  (except  in  bulk),  from 
Congo  (Hancock  County),  and  St. 
Mary’s  (Pleasants  County),  WV  to 
points  in  AL,  AR,  GA,  KY,  LA,  MS, 


TN,  and  TX.  (Hearing  site:  Pittsburgh, 
PA  or  Houston,  TX.) 

MC  97310  (Sub-28F),  filed  April  5, 
1978.  Applicant:  SHARRON  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5636,  Meridian. 
MS  39301.  Representative:  David  A. 
Watson,  Jr.,  3730  1st  Avenue  S.,  Bir¬ 
mingham,  AL  35222.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives  and 
commodities  which  by  reason  of  size 
or  weight  requires  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  (1)  between  the  facilities 
of  Western  Electric  Corp.,  at  or  near 
Pineville,  LA,  and  Jackson,  MS,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points:  From  Jack- 
son  over  MS  Hwy  18  to  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  61,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  61  to 
Natchez,  MS,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  84  to 
junction  LA  Hwy  28,  then  over  LA 
Hwy  28  to  Pineville,  LA,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  and  (2)  an  alter¬ 
nate  route  for  operating  convenience 
only:  from  Jackson  over  U.S.  Hwy  51 
and  Interstate  Hwy  55  to  Hazlehurst, 
MS,  then  over  MS  Hwy  28  to  Fayette, 
MS,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  61  to  Natchez, 
MS,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  84  to  junction 
LA  Hwy  28  then  over  LA  Hwy  28  to 
Pineville,  LA  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  (Hearing  site:  Birmingham  or 
Montgomery,  AL.) 

MC  97457  (Sub-5F),  filed  April  3, 
1978.  Applicant:  WARNER  &  SONS 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation,  3224 
Sand  Creek  Hwy,  R.F.D.  No.  1,  Adrian, 
MI  49221.  Representative:  NAME? 
22375  Haggerty  Road,  P.O.  Box  400, 
Northville,  MI  48167.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commod¬ 
ities  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment),  between 
Grand  Rapids  and  Belding,  MI.  (Hear¬ 
ing  site:  Lansing  or  Grand  Rapids, 
MI.) 

MC  97457  (Sub-6F),  filed  April  14, 
1978.  Applicant:  WARNER  &  SONS 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation.  3224 
Sand  Creek  Hwy,  Route  1,  Adrian,  MI 
49221.  Representative:  William  B. 
Elmer,  21635  East  Nine  Mile  Road,  St. 
Clair  Shores,  MI  48080.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Plastics  and  plas¬ 
tic  products,  between  the  facilities  of 
Alma  Plastics,  Inc.,  at  Greenville,  MI, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Detroit,  Grand  Rapids,  and  Lansing, 
MI,  restricted  to  traffic  interlined  at 
those  points  with  other  carriers. 
(Hearing  site:  Lansing,  MI.) 

MC  98291  (Sub-3F),  filed  April  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  KUNKLE  TRANS- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  43,  NO.  140— THURSDAY,  JULY  20,  1978 


31274 


NOTICES 


FER  &  STORAGE  CO.,  a  corporation, 
420  South  3d  Avenue,  Phoenix,  AZ 
85030.  Representative:  E.  Stephen 
Heisley,  666  11th  Street  NW.,  No.  805, 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri: 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commod¬ 
ities  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
livestock,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  and  those  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment),  between  points  in  AZ. 
(Hearing  site:  Phoenix,  AZ.) 

Note.— Applicant  states  that  the  purpose 
of  the  application  is  to  seek  authority  co-ex- 
tensive  with  applicant’s  former  certificate  of 
registration. 

MC  103066  (Sub-66F),  filed  March 
28,  1978.  Applicant:  STONE  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box 
2014,  Tulsa,  OK  74101.  Representa¬ 
tive:  Eugene  D.  Anderson,  Suite  428, 
910  17th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Machinery,  equipment,  materials  and 
supplies,  used  in  or  in  connection  with, 
the  discovery,  development,  produc¬ 
tion,  refining,  manufacture,  process¬ 
ing,  storage,  transmission,  and  distri¬ 
bution  of  natural  gas  and  petroleum 
and  their  products  and  by-products, 
and  machinery,  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies,  used  in,  or  in  connection 
with,  the  construction,  operation, 
repair,  servicing,  maintenance,  and  dis¬ 
mantling  of  pipe  lines,  including  the 
stringing  and  picking-up  thereof;  and 
(2)  earth  drilling  machinery  and 
equipment,  and  machinery,  equip¬ 
ment,  materials,  supplies  and  pipe  in¬ 
cidental  to,  used  in,  or  in  connection 
with  (a)  the  transportation,  installa¬ 
tion,  removal,  operation,  repair,  servic¬ 
ing,  maintenance,  and  dismantling  of 
drilling  machinery  and  equipment,  (b) 
the  completion  of  holes  or  wells 
drilled,  (c)  the  production,  storage  and 
transmission  of  commodities  resulting 
from  drilling  operations  at  well  or  hole 
sites,  and  (d)  the  injection  or  removal 
of  commodities  into  or  from  holes  or 
wells,  (a)  Between  points  in  CT,  DE, 
FL,  GA,  IN,  KY,  ME,  MD,  MA,  MI, 
NH,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  OH,  PA,  RI,  SC,  VA. 
VT,  WV,  and  DC,  and  (b)  between 
points  in  (a),  above,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AR,  CO, 
IL,  KS,  LA,  MS,  MO,  MT,  NE,  NM, 
OK,  TX,  UT,  and  WY.  (Hearing  site: 
Houston,  TX,  or  Tulsa,  OK.) 

MC  103926  (Sub-68F),  filed  April  5, 
1978.  Applicant:  W.  T.  MAYFIELD 
SONS  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  P.O.  Box  947,  Mableton,  GA 
30059.  Representative:  K.  Edward 
Wolcott,  P.O.  Box  872,  Atlanta,  GA 
30301.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Motor  graders  and  attachments,  acces- 
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sories  and  parts  for  motor  graders, 
from  the  facilities  of  Champion  Road 
Machinery  International  at  Lexington 
County,  SC  to  points  in  AL,  AK,  FL, 
GA,  KY,  LA,  MS,  NC.  SC,  TN.  and  VA, 
and  (2)  Materials,  equipment  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  manufacture,  sale 
and  distribution  of  the  commodities  in 
(1)  above,  from  points  in  AL,  AK,  FL, 
GA,  KY,  LA,  MS,  NC,  SC,  TN,  and  VA 
to  the  facilities  of  Champion  Road 
Machinery  International  at  Lexington 
County,  SC.  (Hearing  site:  Columbia, 
SC,  or  Atlanta.  GA.) 

MC  104523  (Sub-70F),  filed  April  14, 
1978.  Applicant:  HUSTON  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  17,  Friend,  NE 
68359.  Representative:  John  T.  Wirth, 
2310  Colorado  State  Bank  Building, 
1600  Broadway,  Denver,  CO.  80202. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Bentonite  clay  and  lignite,  from 
points  in  Crook  County,  WY,  to  points 
in  AR,  CO,  IL,  LA,  KS,  MO.  NE,  OK, 
and  TX,  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic  originating  at  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  American  Colloid  Co.  (Hearing 
site:  Omaha,  NE,  or  Kansas  City,  MO.) 

MC  105045  (Sub-84F),  filed  April  13, 
1978.  Applicant:  R.  L.  JEFFRIES 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  1020  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Street,  Evansville,  IN  47701. 
Representative:  Richard  C.  McGinnis, 
711  Washington  Building,  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC  20005.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (a)  Steel  pipe,  and  pipe  fit¬ 
tings,  flanges,  attachments  and  acces¬ 
sories;  and  (b)  steel  plate,  from  Hous¬ 
ton,  TX,  to  points  in  NC,  SC,  GA,  FL, 
AL,  and  MS.  (Hearing  site:  Houston, 
TX). 

MC  105881  (Sub-55F),  filed  April  10, 
1978.  Applicant:  M.R.  &  R.  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  a  corporation.  Post  Office 
Box  1000,  Staunton,  VA  24401.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  N.  Willess,  1000 
Sixteenth  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment).  Serving  the  facilities  of 
Turner  Warehouse,  located  at  or  near 
Ashbum,  GA,  as  an  off-route  point  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  authorized 
regular  route  operations.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC,  or  Atlanta,  GA.) 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  106674  (Sub-313F),  filed  April 
13,  1978.  Applicant:  SCHILLI  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  123,  Reming¬ 
ton,  IN  47977.  Representative:  Jerry  L. 
Johnson,  P.O.  Box  123,  Remington,  IN 
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47977.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Vinyl  or  plastic  siding,  extruded;  clap¬ 
board  siding;  building  materials;  and 
accessories  and  supplies  used  in  con¬ 
nection  with  previously  described  com¬ 
modities  from  the  facilities  of  Bird  & 
Son,  Inc.,  at  Bardstown,  KY  to  points 
in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  CT,  DE,  ID,  IL,  IN,  IA, 
KS,  ME,  MD,  MA,  MI,  MS,  NV,  NH, 
NJ,  NY,  OH,  OR,  PA,  UT,  VT,  WA, 
WI,  and  DC.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago, 
IL,  or  Indianapolis,  IN.) 

MC  107403  (Sub-1067F),  filed  March 
20,  1978.  Applicant:  MATLACK,  INC., 
10  West  Baltimore  Avenue, 
Lansdowne,  PA  19050.  Representative: 
Martin  C.  Hynes,  Jr.  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  and  dry  fertilizers  and  fer¬ 
tilizer  materials,  in  bulk,  in  tank  or 
hopper  vehicles,  from  Bossier  City  and 
Monroe,  La,  to  points  in  AR,  MS,  and 
points  in  TX  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Hwy 
75.  (Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  108676  (Sub-121F),  filed  April 
13,  1978.  Applicant:  A.  J.  METLER 
HAULING  &  RIGGING,  INC.,  117 
Chicamauga  Avenue,  Knoxville,  TN 
37917.  Representative:  Louis  J.  Amato, 
P.O.  Box  E,  Bowling  Green,  KY  42101. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Iron, 
steel,  zinc,  lead,  and  articles  or  prod¬ 
ucts  thereof  (except  in  bulk);  springs 
and  construction  materials,  supplies 
and  equipment  (except  in  bulk),  from 
the  facilities  of  Penn-Dixie  Industries, 
Inc.,  Penn-Dixie  Steel  Corp.  and 
Steven  Spring  Co.,  located  at  or  near 
Denver,  CO,  Blue  Island,  IL,  Joliet,  IL, 
Cicero,  IN,  Elkhart,  IN,  Fort  Wayne, 
IN,  Kokomo,  IN,  Centerville,  IA, 
Newton,  KS,  Grand  Rapids,  MI,  Lan¬ 
sing,  MI,  Jackson,  MS,  Albuquerque, 
NM,  Toledo,  OH,  and  Columbus,  OH, 
to  points  in  AL,  AR,  CO,  FL,  GA,  IL, 
IN,  IA,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MI,  MS,  MO,  MT, 
NM,  OH,  OK,  TN,  TX,  UT,  and  WY; 
and  (2)  materials,  supplies  and  equip¬ 
ment  (except  in  bulk),  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  com¬ 
modities  named  in  part  (1)  above,  from 
points  in  destination  states  named  in 
part  (1)  above,  to  the  facilities  of 
Penn-Dixie  Industries,  Inc.,  Penn- 
Dixie  Steel  Corp.,  and  Steven  Spring 
Co.  located  at  or  near  the  origin  points 
named  in  part  (1)  above,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  shipments  origi¬ 
nating  at  and  destined  to  the  named 
origins  and  named  destinations  in 
parts  (1)  and  (2)  above  (except  traffic 
moving  in  foreign  commerce).  (Hear¬ 
ing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  109324  (Sub-38F),  filed  March 
31.  1978.  Applicant:  GARRISON 

MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  Garrison 
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Place,  P.O.  Box  1278,  Harrison,  AR 
72601.  Representative:  William  P. 
Jackson,  Jr.,  3426  North  Washington 
Boulevard,  P.O.  Box  1267,  Arlington, 
Va.  22210.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk 
and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  (1)  between  Memphis,  TN  and 
Fort  Worth,  TX,  serving  the  interme¬ 
diate  points  of  Little  Rock,  AR  and 
Dallas,  TX,  from  Memphis  over  Inter¬ 
state  Hwy  40  to  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  30,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  30 
to  Dallas,  TX,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  80 
to  Fort.  Worth  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (2)  between  Booneville, 
AR  and  Fort.  Worth,  TX,  serving  the 
intermediate  points  of  Ft.  Smith,  AR 
and  Dallas,  TX,  from  Booneville  over 
AR  Hwy  10  to  Greenwood,  AR,  then 
over  AR  Hwy  10S  to  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  71,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  71  to  Ft. 
Smith,  AR,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy 
540  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  40, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  40  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Hwy  69,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy 
69  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  75,  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  75  to  Dallas,  TX  and  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  80  to  Fort.  Worth,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  and  (3)  be¬ 
tween  Harrison,  AR  and  Fort.  Worth, 
TX,  serving  the  intermediate  point  of 
Dallas,  TX,  from  Harrison  over  U.S. 
Hwy  62  to  junction  AR  Hwy  68,  then 
over  AR  Hwy  68  to  junction  AR  Hwy 
74,  then  over  AR  Hwy  74  to  junction 
AR  Hwy  16,  then  over  AR  Hwy  16  to 
Fayetteville,  AR,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy 
62  to  Muskogee,  OK,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  69  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  75,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  75  to  Dallas,  TX  and 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  80  to  Fort.  Worth 
and  return  over  the  same  route.  Re¬ 
striction:  The  operations  authorized 
herein  are  restricted  against  tacking 
with  authority  presently  held  by  ap¬ 
plicant  for  the  purpose  of  providing  a 
through  service  between  Dallas  and 
Fort  Worth,  TX,  and  points  within 
their  respective  commercial  zones,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Kansas  City  and  St.  Louis,  MO,  and 
points  within  their  respective  commer¬ 
cial  zones.  (Hearing  site:  Harrison, 
Little  Rock  and  Fort  Smith,  AR,  Mem¬ 
phis,  TN  and  Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  109397  (Sub-412F),  filed  April 
14,  1978.  Applicant:  TRI-STATE 

MOTOR  TRANSIT  CO.,  a  Delaware 
corporation,  P.O.  Box  113,  Joplin,  MO 
64801.  Representative:  A.  N.  Jacobs 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Metals  and  metal 
articles,  (except  those  which  by  reason 
of  size  or  weight  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment,  and  those  used  in 


connection  with  the  oil  and  gas  indus¬ 
try  commonly  described  in  Mercer- 
extension— Oilfield  Commodities  (74 
MCC  459)),  (1)  between  points  in  WA, 
OR,  CA,  WY.  CO,  NM,  KS,  OK,  TX. 
IA,  MO.  AR,  LA,  WI,  IL,  IN,  OH,  KY, 
NY,  PA,  MA,  CT,  RI,  NJ,  MD,  DE, 
WV,  VA,  NC.  DC,  and  those  in  the 
Lower  Peninsula  of  MI  (except  no 
service  between  WA  and  OR);  and  (2) 
between  points  in  CA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  NV, 
UT,  ID,  and  MT.  (Hearing  site: 
Denver,  CO.) 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  110012  (Sub-43F),  filed  April  14, 
1978.  Applicant:  ROY  WIDENER 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  707  North  Lib¬ 
erty  Hill  Road,  Morristown,  TN  37814. 
Representative:  John  R.  Sims,  Jr.,  915 
Pennsylvania  Building,  425  13th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20004. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
New  furniture  and  furniture  parts 
(l)(a)  from  points  in  Anderson,  Brad¬ 
ley,  Grainger,  and  McMinn  Counties, 
TN,  to  points  in  and  west  of  MI,  IN, 
KY,  TN,  and  AL  (except  AK  and  HI); 
and  (b)  from  points  in  Carter,  Greene, 
Knox,  and  Washington  Counties,  TN, 
to  points  in  CO,  UT,  NV,  WY.  ND,  SD, 
MT,  ID,  OR  and,  WA;  and  (2)  materi¬ 
als  and  supplies  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  of  new  furniture,  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  and 
returned  shipments  of  new  furniture 
from  points  in  the  above-described 
destinations  to  the  above  origins. 
(Hearing  site:  Knoxville,  TN  or  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC.) 

MC  110981  (Sub-9F),  filed  April  13. 
1978.  Applicant:  ALFRED  BERGMAN 
and  LOIS  BERGMAN,  d.b.a.  A.  &  A. 
BERGMAN,  7375  Nitz  Street,  Pigeon, 
MI  48755.  Representative:  William  B. 
Elmer,  21635  East  Nine  Mile  Road,  St. 
Clair  Shores,  MI  48080.  Authority 
sought  to  engage  in  operation,  in  in¬ 
terstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  in  the  transportation 
of:  Soybean  meal,  in  bulk,  from  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Cargill,  Inc.  at  or  near 
Sidney,  OH,  to  points  in  MI.  Under 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Cargill  Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Lansing, 
MI.) 

MC  111545  (Sub-250F),  filed  April 
11,  1978.  Applicant:  HOME  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6426,  Station  A,  Marietta,  GA  30065. 
Representative:  Robert  E.  Bom  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Commodities,  the 
transportation  of  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment  (except  building  materials), 
and  heavy  machinery,  and  self- 


propelled  articles,  between  points  in 
FL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  GA,  KY,  NC,  SC,  TN, 
and  VA.  (Hearing  site:  Tampa  or  Jack¬ 
sonville,  FL.) 

MC  112696  (Sub-59F),  filed  April  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  HARTMANS,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  898,  Harrisonburg,  VA  22801. 
Representative:  Edward  G.  Villalon, 
1032  Pennsylvania  Building,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Avenue  and  13th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20004.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  in  interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs, 

(except  in  bulk),  from  the  plantsite  or 
storage  facilities  of  Rich  Products  Cor¬ 
poration  at  or  near  Murfreesboro,  TN, 
to  points  in  DE,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  IA, 
KY,  MD,  MI,  MN,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  OH, 
PA,  SC,  TN  VA,  WV,  WI,  and  DC. 
(Hearing  site:  Buffalo,  NY  or  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC.) 

MC.  113499  (Sub-5F),  filed  April  11, 
1978.  Applicant:  EDWARD  M.  RUDE 
CARRIER  CORP.,  R.F.D.  No.  1,  Fall¬ 
ing  Waters,  WV  25419.  Representative: 
Francis  J.  Ortman,  7101  Wisconsin 
Avenue,  Suite  605,  Washington,  DC 
20014.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Glass,  from  Jerry  Run  (Taylor 
County),  WV,  to  New  York,  NY,  and 
Cincinnati,  OH;  (2)  glass  and  glass¬ 
ware,  from  Jerry  Run  (Taylor 
Cotmty),  WV,  to  points  in  Baltimore, 
MD,  Washington,  DC,  Philadelphia, 
PA,  and  points  within  25  miles  of 
Philadelphia;  and  (3)  glass  and  glass 
products,  from  Jerry  Run  (Taylor 
Comity),  WV,  to  points  in  PA  (except 
Philadelphia  and  points  within  25 
miles  of  Philadelphia,  and  Pittsburgh 
and  points  within  20  miles  of  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  and  those  on  U.S.  Hwy  19 
south  of  the  described  Pittsburgh 
area),  those  in  MD  (except  Baltimore), 
and  those  in  VA.  (Hearing  site:  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC.) 

MC  113843  (Sub-255F),  filed  April 
14,  1978.  Applicant:  REFRIGERATED 
FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Summer 
Street,  Boston,  MA  02210.  Representa¬ 
tive:  Lawrence  T.  Sheils,  316  Summer 
Street,  Boston,  MA  02210.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs 

(except  in  bulk),  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration,  from 
the  facilities  of  J.  H.  Filbert,  Inc.,  in 
Baltimore,  MD,  and  points  in  Anne 
Arundel,  Baltimore,  Howard,  and 
Prince  Georges  Counties,  MD,  to 
points  in  CT.  DE,  IL,  IN,  KY,  ME,  MA, 
MI,  MO,  NH,  NJ,  NY,  OH.  PA,  RI,  VT, 
VA,  WV,  WI,  and  DC.  (Hearing  Site: 
Baltimore,  MD  or  Washington,  DC.) 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 
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MC  114301  (Sub-94F),  filed  April  14, 
1978.  Applicant:  DELAWARE  EX¬ 
PRESS  CO.,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box 
97,  Elkton,  MD  21921.  Representative: 
Maxwell  A.  Howell,  1100  Investment 
Building,  1511  K  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC  20005.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  in  the 
transportation  of:  Plastic  materials, 
dry,  in  bulk,  from  Leominster,  MA,  to 
points  in  DE,  MD,  NC,  SC,  TN,  OH, 
WV,  AL,  FL,  and  DC.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC  or  Baltimore,  MD.) 

MC  114457  (Sub-378F),  filed  April 
10,  1978.  Applicant:  DART  TRANSIT 
CO.,  a  corporation,  2102  University 
Avenue,  Saint  Paul,  MN  55114.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  James  H.  Wills  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Plumbing  goods,  from 
Ottumwa,  IA,  to  points  in  MN  and  ND. 
(Hearing  site:  Des  Moines,  IA  or  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  PA.) 

MC  114533  (Sub-368F),  filed  April 
13,  1978.  Applicant:  BANKERS  DIS¬ 
PATCH  CORP.,  1106  West  35th 
Street,  Chicago,  IL  60609.  Representa¬ 
tive:  Melvin  L.  Rosenbloom,  1106  West 
35th  Street  Chicago,  IL  60609.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Restorative 
dentistry  products,  between  Arlington, 
TX,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  OK  and  AR,  restricted 
to  shipments  having  a  prior  or  subse¬ 
quent  movement  by  air.  (Hearing  site: 
Kansas  City,  MO.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  114632  (Sub-158F),  filed  April 
10,  1978.  Applicant:  APPLE  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  287,  Madison,  SD 
57042.  Representative:  Michael  L. 
Carter,  P.O.  Box  287,  Madison,  SD 
57042.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes;  transporting:  Pe¬ 
troleum  products  in  containers,  from 
the  facilities  of  Shell  Oil  Co.  located 
at  or  near  Wood  River,  IL,  to  points  in 
MN  and  WI.  (Hearing  site:  Minneapo¬ 
lis,  MN.) 

Note.— Applicant  holds  motor  contract  au¬ 
thority  in  MC  129706,  therefore  dual  oper¬ 
ations  may  be  involved. 

MC  114632  (Sub-163F),  filed  April 
13.  1978.  Applicant:  APPLE  LINES. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  287,  Madison,  SD 
57042.  Representative:  Michael  L. 
Carter,  P.O.  Box  287,  Madison,  SD 
57042.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes;  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products,  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts,  dairy  products  and  articles  dis¬ 


tributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  sections  A,  B,  and  C  of  ap¬ 
pendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61,  MCC 
209  and  766  (except  hides  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities  of 
John  Morrell  &  Co.,  located  at  or  near 
Estherville,  Sioux  City  and  Humboldt, 
IA,  St.  Paul,  MN,  and  Sioux  Falls,  SD, 
to  points  in  AL,  FL,  GA,  KY,  LA,  MS, 
NC,  SC  and  TN.  Restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origins  and  destined  to 
points  in  the  named  destination 
States.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL  or 
Minneapolis,  MN.) 

Note.— Applicant  holds  motor  contract  au¬ 
thority  in  MC  129706,  therefore  dual  oper¬ 
ations  may  be  involved. 

MC  115331  (Sub-459F),  filed  April 
14,  1978.  Applicant:  TRUCK  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  29  Claytin  Hills  Lane,  St. 
Louis,  MO  63131.  Representative:  J.  R. 
Ferris,  230  St.  Clair  Avenue,  East  St. 
Louis,  IL  62201.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Cement,  from  the  facilities  of 
Marquette  Cement  Co.,  at  or  near  St. 
Louis,  MO,  to  points  in  AR,  IL,  IN,  IA, 
KY,  MO  and  TN.  (Hearing  Site:  St. 
Louis,  MO.)  • 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  115331  (Sub-460F),  filed  April 
14,  1978.  Applicant:  TRUCK  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  29  Claytin  Hills  Lane,  St. 
Louis,  MO  63131.  Representative:  J.  R. 
Ferris,  230  St.  Clair  Avenue,  East  St. 
Louis,  IL  62201.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Petroleum  products,  in  con¬ 
tainers,  from  St.  Louis,  MO,  to  points 
in  MS,  WI,  TN,  KY,  IL  and  IN.  (Hear¬ 
ing  Site:  St.  Louis,  MO  or  Louisville, 
KY.) 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  115730  (Sub-49F),  filed  March 
31,  1978.  Applicant:  THE  MICKOW 
CORP.,  P.O.  Box  1774,  531  Southwest 
Sixth  Street,  Des  Moines,  IA  50306. 
Representative:  Cecil  L.  Goettsch, 
1100  Des  Moines  Building,  Des 
Moines,  IA  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
engage  in  operation,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  in  the  transportation  of:  Iron 
and  steel  articles  from  the^facilities  of 
Inland  Steel  Co.,  in  East  Chicago,  IN 
to  points  in  IA,  NE,  and  CO.  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago,  IL  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  115841  (Sub-629F),  filed  April 
14,  1978.  Applicant:  COLONIAL  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  9041  Executive  Park  Drive,  Suite 
110,  Building  100,  Knoxville,  TN 
37919.  Representative:  E.  Stephen 
Heisley,  805  McLachlen  Bank  Build¬ 
ing,  666  Eleventh  Street,  NW,  Wash¬ 


ington,  DC  20001.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  New  furniture,  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Bassett  Furniture  Industries  of 
NC,  located  at  or  near  Newton  and 
Hiddenite,  NC  to  points  in  LA,  TX, 
OK  and  AR.  (Hearing  site:  Charlotte, 
NC.) 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  115841  (Sub-630F),  filed  April 
14,  1978.  Applicant:  COLONIAL  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  9041  Executive  Park  Drive,  Suite 
110,  Building  100,  Knoxville,  TN 
37919.  Representative:  E.  Stephen 
Heisley,  805  McLachlen  Bank  Build¬ 
ing,  666  Eleventh  Street,  NW,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC  20001.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Electric  motors,  electric  gear 
motors,  power  transmission  equip¬ 
ment,  machinery  and  controllers,  ele¬ 
vators,  escalators,  weighing  machin¬ 
ery,  and  tele-communication  equip¬ 
ment  and  parts  and  accessories  there¬ 
of  from  ,  Cleveland,  OH  and 
Lawrenceburg,  KY  to  points  in  SC, 
GA,  AL,  TX,  KS,  MO,  CO,  CA,  OR, 
and  WA.  (Hearing  site:  Columbus, 
OH.) 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  116859  (Sub-17F),  filed  March 
28,  1978.  Applicant:  CLARK  TRANS¬ 
FER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  190,  Burlington, 
NJ  08016.  Representative:  David  A. 
Sutherlund,  1150  Connecticut  Avenue, 
NW,  Suite  400,  Washington,  DC  20036. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Motion  picture  films ;  supplies,  acces¬ 
sories  and  advertising  matter  used  in, 
or  in  connection  with,  the  mainte¬ 
nance  and  operation  of  motion  picture 
theaters;  periodicals;  books;  maga¬ 
zines;  and  newspapers,  between  points 
in  VA  and  DC  (Hearing  site:  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC). 

Note.— The  authority  sought  will  be 
joined  with  that  presently  held  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC,  and  numerous  points  in  VA,  (such 
as  Alexandria.  Charlottesville, 

Fredericksburg,  Newport  News,  Norfolk, 
Petersburg,  Richmond,  Waynesboro,  and 
Winchester)  so  as  to  perform  a  through 
service  to  authorized  points  in  the  DC,  MD, 
NC.  NJ,  NY.  PA  VA.  and  WV. 

MC  116915  (Sub-54F),  filed  April  11, 
1978.  Applicant:  ECK  MILLER 
TRANSPORTATION  CORP.,  1830 
South  Plate  Street,  Kokomo,  IN 
46901.  Representative:  Fred  F.  Brad¬ 
ley,  P.O.  Box  773,  Frankfort,  KY 
40602.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Compressors,  rotary  drills,  and  compo¬ 
nent  parts  therefor,  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
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thereof,  and  (2)  drilling  and  mining 
machinery,  and  equipment  and  com¬ 
ponent  parts  therefor,  and  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
thereof,  between  Franklin,  PA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  United  States  (Except  AK  and 
HI),  (Hearing  site:  Pittsburgh,  PA,  or 
Columbus,  OH.) 

MC  116915  (Sub-56F),  filed  April  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  ECK  MILLER 
TRANSPORTATION  CORP.,  1830 
South  Plate  Street,  Kokomo,  IN 
46901.  Representative:  Fred  F.  Brad¬ 
ley,  P.O.  Box  773,  Frankfort,  KY 
40602.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Iron  and  steel  forgings,  and  material, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  thereof,  between  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Rockwell  International 
Corp.,  at  Morristown,  TN,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IN, 
IL,  OH,  KY,  MO,  MI,  PA,  and  WI. 
(Hearing  site:  Knoxville,  TN,  or  Louis¬ 
ville,  KY.) 

MC  116915  (Sub-57F),  filed  April  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  ECK  MILLER 
TRANSPORTATION  CORP.,  1830 
South  Plate  Street,  Kokomo,  IN 
46901.  Representative:  Fred  F.  Brad¬ 
ley,  P.O.  Box  773,  Frankfort,  KY 
40602.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Plate  bending  machinery  and  parts 
thereof,  and  (2)  material,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  production  of 
the  commodities  named  in  (1)  above, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk  in  tank 
vehicles),  between  the  facilities  of 
Bertsch  &  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Cam¬ 
bridge  City,  IN,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Indianapolis,  IN,  or  Louisville, 
KY.) 

MC  117068  (Sub-94F),  filed  April  13, 
1978.  Applicant:  MIDWEST  SPECIAL¬ 
IZED  TRANSPORTATION,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  6418,  Rochester,  MN  55901. 
Representative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan,  711 
Washington  Building,  Washington, 
DC  20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Tractors  with  or  without  attachments 
(except  tractors  used  for  pulling  high¬ 
way  trailers),  lift  trucks,  excavators, 
motor  graders,  scrapers,  engines,  gen¬ 
erators,  generators  and  engines  com¬ 
bined,  road  rollers,  fiipe  layers,  and 
dump  trucks  with  or  without  bodies 
designed  for  off-highway  use,  and  (2) 
parts,  attachments,  and  accessories  for 
the  above,  from  facilities  of  Caterpil¬ 
lar  Tractor  Co.,  at  points  in  IL  and  IA, 
to  points  in  SD.  (Hearing  site:  Chica¬ 
go,  IL.) 


MC  117068  (Sub-94F),  filed  April  13, 
1978.  Applicant:  MIDWEST  SPECIAL¬ 
IZED  TRANSPORTATION,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  6418,  Rochester,  MN  55901. 
Representative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan,  711 
Washington  Building,  Washington, 
DC  20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Pipe  fittings,  valves,  hydrants,  cast¬ 
ings,  and  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  installation  thereof,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Clow  Corp.  at  or  near  Birming¬ 
ham  and  Pell  City,  AL,  to  points  in  IL, 
IN,  IA,  MN,  NE,  SD,  and  WI.  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  117119  (Sub-684F),  filed  April  3, 
1978.  Applicant:  WILLIS  SHAW 
FROZEN  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
188,  Elm  Springs,  AR  72728.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  L.  M.  McLean  (same  address 
as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Frozen  foods  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk)  (1)  from  the  facilities 
used  by  Ore-Ida  Foods,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Plover,  WI  and  (2)  from  the  facilities 
of  Terminal  Ice  &  Cold  Storage  Co.,  at 
Plover,  WI,  to  points  in  AZ,  AR,  CA, 
CO,  ID,  KS,  MO,  MT,  NE,  NV,  NM, 
OK,  OR,  UT,  WA  and  WY,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  and  destined 
to  the  points  named.  (Hearing  site: 
Portland,  OR  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  117815  (Sub-286F),  filed  April 

12,  1978.  Applicant:  PULLEY 

FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  405  South¬ 
east  20th  Street,  Des  Moines,  IA 
50317.  Representative:  Dewey  Marselle 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (I)  Meats,  Meat 
Products,  meat  By-Products,  and  Arti¬ 
cles  Distributed  by  Meat-Packing 
Houses,  as  described  in  Sections  A  and 
C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  Motor  Carrier 
Descriptions  Case  61  MCC  209,  272, 
and  273,  and  (2)  Foodstuffs,  when 
moving  in  mixed  loads  with  commod¬ 
ities  as  described  in  il)  above,  ( except 
commodities  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  the  facilities  of  Oscar  Mayer  & 
Co.,  at  or  near  Madison,  WI,  to  points 
in  Cook,  DuPage,  Lake,  and  Will 
Counties,  IL,  and  Lake  County,  IN,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  traf¬ 
fic  originating  at  the  named  facilities 
and  destined  to  the  named  destina¬ 
tions.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL,  or 
Madison,  WI.) 

MC  117815  (Sub-287F),  filed  April 

13,  1978.  Applicant:  PULLEY 

FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  405  South¬ 
east  20th  Street,  Des  Moines,  IA 
50317.  Representative:  Dewey  Marselle 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 


er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs 

(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
the  facilities  of  Stokely-Van  Camp, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Lawrence,  KS,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI), 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
named  facilities.  (Hearing  site: 
Indianapolis,  IN,  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  117815  (Sub-288F),  filed  April 
12,  1978.  Applicant:  PULLEY 

FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  405  South¬ 
east  20th  Street,  Des  Moines,  IA 
50317.  Representative:  Dewey  Marselle 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Paper,  Paper  Ar¬ 
ticles,  and  Polyethylene  Articles 
(.except  commodities  in  bulk),  from  the 
facilities  of  or  utilized  by  Jeiflco  Pack¬ 
aging  Products,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
Jackson,  TN,  to  points  in  IL,  IN,  I  A, 
KS,  MI,  MN,  MO,  NE,  OH,  and  WI,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  traf¬ 
fic  originating  at  the  above  named 
origin  and  destined  to  the  named  des¬ 
tinations. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Nash¬ 
ville,  TN,  or  Chicago,  IL. 

MC  117940  (Sub-270F),  filed  April 
10,  1978.  Applicant:  NATIONWIDE 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  104, 
Maple  Plain,  MN  55359.  Representa¬ 
tive:  Allan  L.  Timmerman,  5300  High¬ 
way  12,  Maple  Plain,  MN  55359.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs 
(except  commodities  in  bulk)  in  vehi¬ 
cles  equipped  with  mechanical  refrig¬ 
eration,  from  the  facilities  of  Kraft, 
Inc.  at  New  Ulm,  MN,  to  points  in  IL, 
IN,  IA,  KY,  MI,  MO,  NE,  ND,  OH,  SD, 
WV,  and  WI.  Restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  facilities  of  Kraft,  Inc. 
at  named  origin  and  destined  to 
named  destinations.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  118263  (Sub-68F),  filed  April  7, 
1978.  Applicant:  COLDWAY  CARRI¬ 
ERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2038,  Clarksville, 
IN  47130.  Representative:  William  P. 
Whitney,  Jr.,  708  McClure  Building, 
Frankfort,  KY  40601.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  in  the  transportation  of:  Food¬ 
stuffs,  (except  in  bulk),  moving  in  vehi¬ 
cles  equipped  with  mechanical  refrig¬ 
eration,  between  the  facilities  of  Lou¬ 
isville  Freezer  Center,  in  Jefferson 
County,  KY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
in  and  east  of  MT,  WY,  CO,  and  NM, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  Louisville  Freezer  Center, 
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in  Jefferson  County,  KY.  (Hearing 
site:  Louisville,  KY.) 

MC  118263  (Sub-71F),  filed  April  13, 
1978.  Applicant:  COLDWAY  CARRI¬ 
ERS,  INC.,  a  Kentucky  Corp.,  P.O. 
Box  2038,  Clarks  ille,  IN  47130.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  William  P.  Whitney,  Jr.,  708 
McClure  Building,  Frankfort,  KY 
40601.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Foodstuffs,  (except  in  bulk),  (1)  from 
the  facilities  of  American  Home 
Foods,  Division  of  American  Home 
Products  Corp.,  at  La  Porte,  IN,  to 
points  in  OH  and  KY,  and  (2)  from 
the  facilities  of  American  Home 
Foods,  Division  of  American  Home 
Products  Corp.,  at  Milton,  PA,  to  La 
Porte,  IN,  Chicago,  IL,  and  points  in 
OH,  restricted  in  (1)  and  (2)  above  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  named  origins  and  destined 
to  the  indicated  destinations.  (Hearing 
site:  New  York,  NY,  or  Washington, 
DC.) 

MC  118560  (Sub-5),  filed  April  6, 
1978.  Applicant:  GENERAL  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  INC.,  1100  School  Street, 
Columbia,  TN  38401.  Representative: 
Edward  C.  Blank  II,  Middle  Tennessee 
Bank  Building,  P.O.  Box  1004,  Colum¬ 
bia,  TN  38401.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Scrap  metal  materials  for  pro¬ 
cessing  from  the  facilities  of  Denbo 
Scrap  Materials,  Inc.  in  Giles  County, 
TN,  to  points  in  AL,  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  or  contracts  with  Denbo 
Scrap  Materials,  Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Co¬ 
lumbia  or  Pulaski,  TN.) 

MC  119012  (Sub-15F),  filed  April  13, 
1978.  Applicant:  RIVER  TERMINALS 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  176, 
Aurora,  IN  47001.  Representative: 
Robert  W.  Loser  II,  1009  Chamber  of 
Commerce  Building,  Indianapolis,  IN 
46204.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Dry  commodities,  in  bulk,  (except 
cement),  and  (2)  pig  iron  and 
ferroalloys,  between  the  facilities  of 
Aurora  Terminal  Co.,  Inc.,  at  Aurora, 
IN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  IN,  KY,  and  OH. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC,  or  Co¬ 
lumbus,  OH.) 

MC  119099  (Sub-22F),  filed  April  13, 
1978.  Applicant:  BJORKLUND 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  First  Avenue 
Northeast  and  Eighth  Street,  Buffalo, 
MN  55313.  Representative:  Val  M.  Hig¬ 
gins,  1000  First  National  Bank  Build¬ 
ing,  Minneapolis,  MN  55402.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Building  materi¬ 
als,  from  Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  MN,  to 
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points  in  ND,  SD,  IA,  NE,  and  MT. 
(Hearing  site:  Minneapolis,  MN.) 

MC  119293  (Sub-5F),  filed  April  13, 
1978.  Applicant:  DIAL  TRANSFER, 
INC.,  756  North  Fourth  Street,  Minne¬ 
apolis,  MN  55403.  Representative: 
Samuel  Rubenstein,  301  North  Fifth 
Street,  Minneapolis,  MN  55403.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  New  furni¬ 
ture,  mattresses,  box  springs,  head- 
boards  and  frames  and  related  articles, 
from  Minneapolis  and  Cokato,  MN,  to 
points  in  IL.  IA,  MI,  MN,  MT,  NE,  ND. 
SD,  WI,  and  WY,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contract  or  contracts  with 
Land-O-Nod,  Inc.,  and  Richwell  Furni¬ 
ture  Co.  (Hearing  site:  Minneapolis  or 
St.  Paul,  MN.) 

MC  119654  (Sub-40F),  filed  April  14, 
1978.  Applicant:  HI-WAY  DISPATCH, 
INC.,  1401  West  26th  Street,  Marion, 
IN  46952.  Representative:  Norman  R. 
Garvin,  815  Merchants  Bank  Building, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46204.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Paper  and 
paper  products,  from  Eaton,  IN,  to 
Milwaukee,  WI;  and  (2)  Partitions, 
from  Milwaukee,  WI,  to  points  in  IN. 
(Hearing  site:  Indianapolis,  IN,  or  Chi¬ 
cago,  IL.) 

MC  119726  (Sub-121F),  filed  April 
10,  1978.  Applicant:  N.A.B.  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  INC.,  1644  West  Edgewood 
Avenue,  Indianapolis,  IN  46217.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  James  L.  Beattey,  130  East 
Washington  Street,  Suite  1000, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46204.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Plastic  arti¬ 
cles  (except  in  bulk),  from  the 
plantsite  of  Amoco  Chemicals  Corp., 
at  Seymour,  IN,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD, 
NE,  KS,  OK,  and  TX;  and  (2)  materi¬ 
als  and  supplies  used  in  the  distribu¬ 
tion  of  plastic  articles  (except  in  bulk), 
from  points  in  the  above-named  desti¬ 
nation  States  to  Seymour,  IN.  (Hear¬ 
ing  site:  Indianapolis,  IN  or  Chicago, 
IL.) 

MC  119741  (Sub-95F),  filed  April  5, 
1978.  Applicant:  GREEN  FIELD 
TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  3225  Fifth 
Avenue  South,  Fort  Dodge,  IA  50501. 
Representative:  D.  L.  Robson,  P.O. 
Box  1235,  Fort  Dodge,  IA  50501.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat 
products,  meat  byproducts,  and  arti¬ 
cles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  sections 
A  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  MCC  209  and  766  (except 
hides,  and  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
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tank  vehicles),  from  the  facilities  of 
John  Morrell  &  Co.  at  or  near  East  St. 
Louis,  IL,  to  points  in  CT,  DE,  DC, 
MD,  MA,  NJ,  NY.  PA,  RI,  and  VA,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
above-named  origin  and  destined  to 
the  above-named  destinations.  (Hear¬ 
ing  site:  Qhicago,  IL.) 

MC  119789  (Sub-451F),  filed  April 
13.  1978.  Applicant:  CARAVAN  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  CARGO,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  226188,  Dallas,  TX  75266.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Lewis  Coffey,  P.O.  Box 
226188,  Dallas,  TX  75266.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  bakery 
products,  from  Ashland,  KY,  to 
Fresno,  CA.  (Hearing  site:  Buffalo, 
NY.) 

MC  119789  (Sub-452F),  filed  April 
13,  1978.  Applicant:  CARAVAN  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  CARGO,’  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  226188,  Dallas,  TX  75266.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  James  K.  Newbold,  Jr.,  P.O. 
Box  226188,  Dallas,  TX  75266.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Pet  foods,  dry, 
and  canned  from  Mattoon,  IL  to  AL, 
AR,  CO,  CT,  DE,  FL,  IN,  IA,  KN,  KY, 
LA.  ME,  MD.  MA,  MI,  MN,  MS.  MO, 
NE.  NJ,  NH,  NY,  NC.  SC,  ND,  OH, 
OK,  PA,  SC,  TN,  TX,  VT,  VA,  WV. 
WI,  and  DC.  (Hearing  site:  Los  Ange¬ 
les.  CA.) 

MC  121683  (Sub-3F),  filed  April  14, 
1978.  Applicant:  JACKSON  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  12  Conalco  Drive,  Jack- 
son,  TN  37203.  Representative:  H.  Neil 
Garson,  Suite  400,  Fairfax  Circle 
Building,  3251  Old  Lee  Highway,  Fair¬ 
fax,  VA  22030.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment),  (1)  be¬ 
tween  Nashville,  TN,  and  Memphis, 
TN,  serving  all  other  points  in  Madi¬ 
son  County,  TN  as  off-route  points: 
From  Nashville  over  Interstate  Hwy  40 
to  Memphis,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  service  at  Memphis  is  restricted 
to  serving  that  portion  of  Memphis 
and  its  commercial  zone  lying  wholly 
within  TN,  and  service  at  Memphis 
and  its  commercial  zone  is  restricted 
against  the  handling  of  traffic  origi¬ 
nating  at,  destined  to  or  interchanged 
at  Nashville,  TN,  and  its  commercial 
zone.  (2)  Between  Jackson,  TN,  and 
Selmer,  TN;  from  Jackson  over  U.S. 
Hwy  45  to  Selmer,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points.  (3)  Between  Jackson,  TN,  and 
Herrin,  IL;  from  Jackson  over  U.S. 
Hwy  45  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  45E, 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  45E  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  51,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  51  to 
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junction  Interstate  Hwy  57,  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  57  to  Herrin,  IL,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
the  intermediate  points  of  Clinton  and 
Fulton,  KY,  and  Cairo  and  Marion,  IL, 
and  the  off-route  points  of  Carbon- 
dale,  Murphysboro,  and  Litchfield,  IL. 
Restrictions:  (a)  Service  at  Clinton 
and  Fulton,  KY,  for  interline  service 
only;  (b)  restricted  against  serving  any 
points  in  KY  or  MO  except  as  to  Clin¬ 
ton  and  Fulton,  KY,  as  set  forth  in  (a) 
above.  Hearing  site:  Jackson,  TN.) 

Note.— Applicant  holds  authority  under 
Certificates  of  Registration  for  parts  (1)  and 
(2);  applicant  seeks  to  convert  these  routes 
to  a  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and 
Necessity. 

MC  124062  (Sub-14F),  filed  April  13. 
1978.  Applicant:  FRICK  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  Wawaka,  IN  46794.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  Donald  W.  Smith,  P.O. 
Box  40659,  Indianapolis,  IN  46240.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Liquid  fertil¬ 
izer  solutions  in  bulk,  in  tank  trucks, 
from  Burns  Harbor,  IN,  to  points  in 
MI,  IL,  IN,  and  OH.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  124078  (Sub-790),  filed  March 
30,  1978.  Applicant:  SCHWERMAN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation,  611 
South  28  Street,  Milwaukee,  WI  53215. 
Representative:  Richard  H.  Prevette, 
P.O.  Box  1601,  Milwaukee,  WI  53201. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Litharge,  dry,  in  bulk,  from  Charles¬ 
ton,  WV  to  points  in  IN,  KY,  NY,  OH, 
PA  and  RI.  (Hearing  site:  Charleston, 
WV.) 

MC  124692  (Sub-209F),  filed  April  3, 
1978.  Applicant:  SAMMONS  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box  4347, 
Missoula,  MT,  59806.  Representative: 
J.  David  Douglas,  P.O.  Box  4347, 
Missoula,  MT,  59806.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Lumber,  wood  products 
and  milliDork,  from  points  hi  CO,  AZ 
and  NM  to  points  in  MI,  OH,  IL,  TN, 
KY,  IN,  PA,  IA,  MN,  WI,  MO  and  KS. 
(Hearing  site:  Phoenix,  AZ.) 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  125023  (Sub-60F),  filed  April  13, 
1978.  Applicant:  SIGMA-4  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  9117,  Erie,  PA  16504. 
Representative:  PAUL  F.  SULLIVAN, 
711  Washington  Building,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Malt  beverages,  in  containers, 
from  Milwaukee,  WI,  to  Martinsburg 
and  Short  Gap,  WV,  and  empty  malt 
beverage  containers  from  Short  Gap, 
WV,  to  Milwaukee,  WI.  (Hearing  site: 
Pittsburgh,  PA.) 


MC  125023  (Sub-63F),  filed  April  13, 
1978.  Applicant:  SIGMA-4  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  9117,  Erie,  PA  16504. 
Representative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan,  711 
Washington  Building,  Washington, 
DC  20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Glass  containers,  from  the  facilities  of 
Midland  Glass  Co.,  at  Cliffwood,  NJ, 
to  points  in  Oswego  and  Onondago 
Counties,  NY  (except  South  Volney, 
NY).  (Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  125023  (Sub-64F),  filed  April  13, 
1978.  Applicant:  SIGMA-4  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  9117,  Erie,  PA  16504. 
Representative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan,  711 
Washington  Building,  Washington, 
DC  20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Glass  containers,  from  the  facilities  of 
Midland  Glass  Co.,  at  Cliffwood,  NJ, 
to  points  in  Alamance,  Caswell,  Chat¬ 
ham,  Davie,  Davidson,  Durham, 
Guilford,  Person,  Randolph,  Rocking¬ 
ham,  Stokes,  Surry,  and  Yadkin  Coun¬ 
ties,  NC,  and  points  in  Bedford,  Car- 
roll,  Floyd,  Franklin,  Grayson,  Hali¬ 
fax,  Henry,  Montgomery,  Patrick, 
Pittsylvania,  Pulaski  and  Wythe  Coun¬ 
ties,  VA.  (Hearing  site:  Washington, 
DC.) 

MC  125423  (Sub-4F),  filed  April  13, 
1978.  Applicant:  J.  FRED  SMITH, 
d.b.a.,  J.  FRED  SMITH  TRUCKING 
CO.,  112  Nichols  Street.  Danville,  KY 
40422.  Representative:  Robert  H. 
Kinker,  P.O.  Box  464,  314  West  Main 
Street,  Frankfort,  KY  40601.  Authori¬ 
ty  sought  to  operate  as  a  Common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commod¬ 
ities  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment):  (1)  Between 
railroad  facilities  in  Cincinnati  OH 
and  its  commercial  zone,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Adair,  Anderson,  Bath,  Bourbon, 
Boyle,  Casey,  Clark,  Fayette,  Franklin, 
Garrard,  Harrison,  Jessamine,  Knox, 
Laurel,  Lincoln,  Marion,  Mercer, 
McCreary,  Montgomery,  Nicholas, 
Pulaski,  Rockcastle,  Russell,  Scott, 
Shelby,  Taylor,  Washington,  Wayne, 
Whitley,  and  Woodford  Counties,  KY; 
(2)  between  railroad  facilities  in  Lex¬ 
ington,  KY  and  Danville,  KY,  and 
their  commercial  zones,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Bath,  Harrison,  Montgomery, 
Nicholas,  and  Wayne  Counties,  KY; 
and  (3)  Between  railroad  facilities  in 
Louisville,  KY  and  its  commercial 
zone,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Adair,  Bath,  Bourbon, 
Casey,  Clark,  Fayette,  Franklin, 
Garrard,  Harrison,  Jessamine,  Knox, 
Laurel,  Lincoln,  McCreary,  Montgom¬ 


ery,  Nicholas,  Pulaski,  Rockcastle, 
Russell,  Scott,  Shelby,  Washington, 
Wayne,  Whitley,  and  Woodford  Coun¬ 
ties,  KY;  restricted  in  parts  (1),  (2)  and 
(3)  to  the  transportation  of  shipments 
having  a  prior  or  subsequent  move¬ 
ment  by  rail.  (Hearing  site:  Lexington, 
KY.) 

MC  125708  (Sub-147F),  filed  April 
13,  1978.  Applicant:  THUNDERBIRD 
MOTOR  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  425 
West  152d  Street,  East  Chicago,  IN 
46312.  Representative:  Thomas  P. 
Cullen,  109  Velma,  South  Roxana,  IL 
62087.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Iron  and  steel  articles,  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Nucor  Steel,  a  division  of  Nucor 
Corp.,  at  or  near  Darlington,  SC,  to 
points  in  AL,  CT,  DE,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN, 
KY,  ME,  MD,  MA.  MI.  MS,  NH,  NJ, 
NY,  NC,  OH,  PA.  RI,  TN,  VA,  WV,  WI, 
and  DC,  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic  originating  at  the 
named  facilities  and  destined  to  the  in¬ 
dicated  destinations.  (Hearing  site:  Co¬ 
lumbia,  SC.) 

MC  125951  (Sub-30F)  (correction), 
filed  April  4,  1978,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  June  8, 
1978,  and  republished  as  corrected  this 
issue.  Applicant:  SILVEY  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  CARRIERS,  INC.,  7000 
West  Center  Road,  Suite  325,  Omaha, 
NE  68106.  Representative:  Robert  M. 
Cimino,  7000  West  Center  Road,  Suite 
325,  Omaha,  NE  68106.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat  by¬ 
products,  and,  articles  distributed  in 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in 
sections  A  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Description  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  MCC  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  the  facilities  utilized  by 
MBPXL  Corp.  at  or  near  Nebraska 
City,  NE  to  points  in  CT,  DC,  DE,  ME, 
MD,  MA,  NH,  NY,  NJ,  PA,  RI,  VT, 
WV,  and  VA.  (Hearing  site:  Omaha, 
NE.) 

Note.— The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  include  the  destination  State  of  VA 
which  was  inadvertently  omitted  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  issue  dated  June  8, 1978. 

Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  authority 
in  MC  135033,  therefore  dual  operations 
may  be  involved. 

MC  125951  (Sub-3 IF),  filed  April  4, 
1978.  Applicant:  SILVEY  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  CARRIERS,  INC.,  7000  West 
Center  Road,  Suite  325,  Omaha,  NE 
68106.  Representative:  Robert  M. 
Cimino,  7000  West  Center  Road,  Suite 
325,  Omaha,  NE  68106.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  fish, 
frozen  onion  rings,  and  frozen  bakery 
products  (except  in  bulk),  from  the  fa- 
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cilities  utilized  by  Boston  Bonnie,  Inc. 
and  Boston  Bonnie  Bakers,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Boston,  MA,  to  points  in  NE,  KS, 
MO,  MN.  OH,  IL,  PA,  KY.  IN.  CO,  IA, 
AR,  MI,  and  WV.  (Hearing  site: 
Boston,  MA.) 

Note.— Carrier  also  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  135033,  therefore  dual  op¬ 
erations  may  be  involved. 

MC  126844  (Sub-49F),  filed  April  11, 
1978.  Applicant:  R.D.S.  TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC.,  1713  North  Main  Road, 
Vineland,  NJ  08360.  Representative: 
Terrence  D.  Jones,  2033  K  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  foods, 
from  the  facilities  of  Chef  Pierre,  Inc. 
at  or  near  Forest,  MS  to  points  in  AL, 
CT,  DE,  FL,  GA,  KS.  ME.  MD,  MA, 
MO,  NH,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  OK,  PA,  RI.  SC, 
TN,  VT,  VA,  WV,  and  DC.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  128573  (Sub-1  IF),  filed  April  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  BARNETT  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  3404  Wheat  Street, 
Kinston,  NC  28501.  Representative: 
Vaughan  S.  Winbome,  1108  Capital 
Club  Building,  Raleigh.  NC  27601.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer  and 
fertilizer  material  and  products,  in 
bags  and  bulk  (except  in  tank  and 
hopper  type  vehicles),  from  points  in 
Lenoir  County,  NC,  to  points  in 
Marlboro,  Darlington,  Lee,  Sumter, 
Claredon,  Williamsburg,  Georgetown, 
Florence,  Dillon,  Marion,  and  Horry 
Counties,  SC.  (Hearing  site:  Raleigh, 
NC.) 

MC  129063  (Sub-17F),  filed  April  14, 
1978.  Applicant:  JIMMY  T.  WOOD, 
P.O.  Box  248,  Ripley,  TN  38063.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  Thomas  A.  Stroud,  2008 
Clark  Tower,  5100  Poplar  Avenue, 
Memphis,  TN  38137.  Authority  is 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes  transporting:  Dry  fertilizer,  in 
bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  from  the  facili¬ 
ty  of  Agrico  Chemical  Co.  located  at  or 
near  Armorel,  AR,  to  points  in  MO 
and  TN. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicants  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Mem¬ 
phis,  TN. 

MC  129660  (Sub-9F),  filed  April  10. 
1978.  Applicant:  MALLETTE  BROS. 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  3708  Highway  90, 
Gautier,  MS  39553.  Representative: 
Donald  B.  Morrison,  1500  Deposit 
Guaranty  Plaza,  P.O.  Box  22628,  Jack- 
son,  MS  39205.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Refractory  products,  from 
Pascagoula,  MS,  to  points  in  GA,  IL, 
IN,  KY,  MD,  MI,  MO.  NC,  OH,  PA. 


SC,  VA,  and  WV.  (Hearing  site:  Jack- 
son,  MS.) 

MC  133796  (Sub-48F),  filed  April  10, 
1978.  Applicant:  GEORGE  APPEL 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  249  Carverton 
Road,  Trucksville,  PA  18708.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Joseph  F.  Hoary,  121  South 
Main  Street,  Taylor,  PA  18517.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Paint,  protec¬ 
tive  coatings,  and  corrosion  inhibi¬ 
tors,  (1)  from  Horristown,  PA,  to 
points  in  CA  and  TX;  and  (2)  from 
Baltimore,  MD,  to  Anaheim,  CA. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

Note.— Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  authority  in  MC  129239,  therefore, 
dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  133796  (Sub-50F),  filed  April  13. 
1978.  Applicant:  GEORGE  APPEL 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  249  Carverton 
Road,  Trucksville,  PA  18708.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Joseph  F.  Hoary,  121  South 
Main  Street,  Taylor,  PA  18517.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Candy  and 
confectionery,  including  hollow  mold 
chocolate  and  cough  drops,  from  the 
facilities  of  Luden’s,  Inc.,  at  Reading, 
PA,  to  points  in  AZ.  CA,  CO,  ID,  NV, 
OR,  UT,  and  WA,  restricted  to  ship¬ 
ments  originating  at  the  facilities  of 
Luden’s  Inc.,  at  Reading,  PA.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  134300  (Sub-27F),  filed  April  5, 
1978.  Applicant:  TRIPLE  R  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  498  First  Street  NW., 
New  Brighton,  MN  55112.  Representa¬ 
tive:  Samuel  Rubenstein,  301  North 
Fifth  Street,  Minneapolis,  MN  55403. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Food¬ 
stuffs  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  facilities  of  Jeno’s,  Inc.,  at 
Duluth,  MN,  and  Superior,  WI,  to 
points  in  AL.  GA,  KY.  MS  and  TN. 
(Hearing  site:  Minneapolis  or  St.  Paul, 
MN.) 

,  Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  134426  (Sub-6F),  filed  April  5, 
1978.  Applicant:  McCORT  DRIVE-A- 
WAY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5057,  Jackson¬ 
ville,  FL  32207.  Representative:  Sol  H. 
Proctor,  1101  Blackstone  Building, 
Jacksonville,  FL  32202.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Vehicles,  com¬ 
mercial  trailers  and  road  driven  ma¬ 
chinery,  in  driveaway,  truckaway  and 
towaway  service,  between  points  in  FL 
and  GA,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  HI  and  AK).  (Hearing  site: 
Jacksonville,  FL.) 

MC  134477  (Sub-237F),  filed  April 
12,  1978.  Applicant:  SCHANNO 


TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  5  West 
Mendota  Road,  West  St.  Paul,  MN 
55118.  Representative:  Robert  P.  Sack, 
P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St.  Paul,  MN 
55118.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Frozen  potatoes  and  potato  products 
(except  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities  of 
Northern  Star  Co.  at  or  near  Minne¬ 
apolis,  MN  to  points  in  CT,  DE,  FL, 
GA.  IL,  IN.  IA.  KS,  KY,  ME,  MD. 
MAN,  MI,  MS,  MO,  NE,  NH,  NJ,  NY, 
NC,  OH,  OK,  PA,  RI,  SC,  TN,  TX,  VT. 
VA.  WV,  WI  and  DC.  Restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  above  named 
origins  and  destined  to  the  above 
named  destinations.  (Hearing  site: 
Minneapolis,  MN.) 

MC  134501  (Sub-25F),  filed  April  13. 
1978.  Applicant:  INCORPORATED 
CARRIERS,  LTD.,  P.O.  Box  3128, 
Irving,  TX  75061.  Representative:  T. 
M.  Brown,  223  Ciudad  Building,  Okla¬ 
homa  City.  OK  73112.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Custom  architec¬ 
tural  interiors,  fixtures,  and  furniture, 
from  (a)  East  Providence,  RI,  and  (b) 
Salamanca,  NY,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  New  York,  NY  or  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC.) 

MC  134769  (Sub-IF),  filed  April  13, 
1978.  Applicant:  BILL  BURTON  & 
SONS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  404,  East  Victo¬ 
ry  Way,  Newberry,  MI  49868.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  William  B.  Elmer,  21635 
East  Nine  Mile  Road,  St.  Clair  Shores, 
MI  48080.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Lumber,  from  points  Alger,  Chippewa, 
Mackinac,  and  Schoolcraft  Counties, 
MI,  to  points  in  IL,  IN,  OH,  and  WI. 
(Hearing  site:  Escanaba,  MI.) 

MC  134970  (Sub-23F),  filed  April  5, 
1978.  Applicant:  UNZICKER  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  35,  El  Paso,  IL 
61738.  Representative:  Michael  J. 
Ogborn,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln,  NE 
68501.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ag¬ 
ricultural  pesticides  (except  in  bulk), 
from  the  facilities  of  Shell  Chemical 
Co.,  a  division  of  Shell  Oil  Co.,  at  or 
near  El  Paso,  IL  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Houston,  TX.) 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  135598  (Sub-1  IF),  filed  April  13, 
1978.  Applicant:  SHARKEY  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3156, 
Quincy,  IL  62301.  Representative:  Carl 
L.  Steiner,  39  South  La  Salle  Street, 
Chicago,  IL  60603.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  Limestone,  limestone 
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products,  mineral  mixtures  for  animal 
and  poultry  feeding,  and  trace  mineral 
ingredients,  from  Quincy,  IL  and 
Hannibal,  MO  to  points  in  AR,  IL,  IN, 
IA,  KY,  MI,  MO,  OH,  TN,  and  WI;  and 
(2)  empty  drums  and  wood  pallets, 
minerals  and  other  ingredients  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  mineral  mixtures 
for  animal  and  poultry  feeding,  trace 
mineral  ingredients,  and  limestone 
products,  from  points  in  AR,  IL,  IN, 
IA,  KY,  MI,  MO,  OH,  TN,  and  WI  to 
Quincy,  IL  and  Hannibal,  MO.  (Hear¬ 
ing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  136277  (Sub-4F),  filed  March  13, 
1978.  Applicant:  PRIORITY 

FREIGHT  SYSTEMS,  INC.,  1270 
Hilbish  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  7098,  Akron, 
OH  44306.  Representative:  John  P. 
McMahon,  100  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  OH  43215.  Applicant  requests 
authority  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  in 
the  transportation  of:  Expanded  plas¬ 
tic  products,  (except  in  bulk),  from  the 
facilities  of  The  Dow  Chemical  Co.,  at 
or  near  Hanging  Rock,  OH  to  points  in 
KY,  TN,  MS,  AL,  FL,  GA,  VA  and  WV, 
and  those  points  in  NC  and  SC  west  of 
the  VA-NC  State  line,  south  on  NC 
Hwy  1  to  NC  Hwy  49,  then  along  NC 
Hwy  49  to  Interstate  Highway  85,  then 
along  Interstate  Hwy  85  to  the  NC-SC 
State  line,  then  along  the  NS-SC  State 
line  south  on  U.S.  Hwy  321,  to  SC  Hwy 
97,  then  along  SC  Hwy  97  to  U.S.  Hwy 
601,  then  along  U.S.  Hwy  601  to  the 
SC-GA  State  line.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  136343  (Sub-132F),  filed  April 
14,  1978.  Applicant:  MILTON  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  355, 
Milton,  PA  17847.  Representative: 
George  A.  Olsen,  P.O.  Box  357,  Glad¬ 
stone,  NJ  07934.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Confectioneries,  (a)  from 
the  facilities  of  Life  Savers,  Inc.,  at 
Holland,  MI,  to  Baltimore,  MD,  Char¬ 
lotte,  NC,  Cleveland  and  Columbus, 
OH,  Jacksonville,  FL,  North  Bergen, 
NJ,  and  Port  Chester,  NY,  (b)  from 
the  facilities  of  Life  Savers,  Inc.,  at 
Port  Chester  NY,  to  Atlanta,  GA,  Bal¬ 
timore,  MD,  Charlotte,  NC,  Holland, 
MI,  and  Jacksonville,  FL,  and  (c)  from 
the  facilities  of  Life  Savers,  Inc.,  at 
Canajoharie,  NY,  to  Baltimore,  MD, 
Jacksonville,  FL,  Atlanta,  GA,  Char¬ 
lotte,  NC;  (2)  chewing  gum  base,  from 
South  Plainfield  and  Edison,  NJ,  to 
the  facilities  of  Life  Savers,  Inc.,  at 
Holland,  MI,  and  Canajoharie,  NY; 
and  (3)  equipment,  materials,  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  manufacture  and  sale 
of  confectionery  products,  between 
the  facilities  of  Life  Savers,  Inc.,  at 
Canajohaire,  NY,  Holland,  MI,  and 
Port  Chester,  NY,  restricted  in  (1),  (2), 
and  (3)  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origins  and 


destined  to  the  indicated  destinations. 
(Hearing  site:  Syracuse,  NY  or  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC.) 

MC  136343  (Sub-133F),  filed  April 
14,  1978.  Applicant:  MILTON  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  355, 
Milton,  PA  17847.  Representative: 
George  A.  Olsen,  P.O.  Box  357,  Glad¬ 
stone,  NJ  07934.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Printing  paper  (except 
newsprint),  from  the  facilities  of 
Hammermill  Papers  Group,  at  Lock 
Haven,  PA,  to  Buffalo  and  Rochester, 
NY,  Biggs  and  Luke,  MD,  and  points 
in  DE  and  WV;  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  printing  paper  (except 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment),  from  points 
in  DE  and  WV,  to  the  facilities  of 
Hammermill  Papers  Group,  at  Lock 
Haven,  PA,  restricted  in  (1)  and  (2) 
above  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  narped  origins  and 
destined  to  the  indicated  destinations. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC,  or 
Harrisburg,  PA.) 

MC  138875  (Sub-86F),  filed  April  11, 
1978.  Applicant:  SHOEMAKER 

TRUCKING  CO.,  an  Idaho  corpora¬ 
tion,  11900  Franklin  Road,  Boise,  ID 
83705.  Representative:  F.  L.  Sigloh, 
11900  Franklin  Road,  Boise,  ID  83705. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Organic  soil  conditioner;  (2)  commod¬ 
ities,  the  transportation  of  which 
would  be  otherwise  exempt  from  regu¬ 
lation,  under  section  203(b)(6)lC  Act, 
when  transported  in  mixed  loads  with 
commodities  in  (1)  above;  and  (3)  ma¬ 
terials  and  supplies  used  in  the  pro¬ 
cessing  and  distribution  of  (1)  above 
between  the  facilities  utilized  by  Clay¬ 
tons  Calcium  and  Granite  Products  lo¬ 
cated  at  points  in  Ada  and  Owyhee 
Comities,  ID  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  Restriction:  Re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
commodities  in  bulk.  (Hearing  site, 
Boise,  ID.) 

MC  138941  (Sub-30F),  filed  April  13, 
1978.  Applicant:  COUNTRY  WIDE 
TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC.,  1110  South 
Reservoir  Street,  Pomona,  CA  91766. 
Representative:  K.  Edward  Wolcott, 
P.O.  Box  872,  Atlanta,  GA  30301.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Plastic 
film,  sheeting,  and  bags,  from  Carson, 
CA,  to  points  in  AZ,  NM,  OR,  TX,  and 
WA;  and  (2)  damaged,  refused,  or  re¬ 
jected  shipments,  from  points  in  AZ, 
NM,  OR,  TX,  and  WA,  to  Carson,  CA, 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  Arco  Polymers,  Inc.  (Hear¬ 


ing  site:  New  York,  NY,  or  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC.) 

MC  139193  (Sub-73F),  filed  April  13, 
1978.  Applicant:  ROBERTS  &  OAKE, 
INC.,  527  East  52nd  Street  North, 
Sioux  Falls,  SD  57101.  Representative: 
Jabob  P.  Billig,  2033  K  Street  NW„ 
Washington,  DC  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Bananas,  frozen, 
fresh,  and  hermetically  sealed  in  cans 
or  drums,  and  commodities  otherwise 
exempt  from  regulation  under  section 
203(b)(6)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  when  moving  with  the  aforesaid 
banana  commodities,  from  the  ports 
of  Baltimore,  MD,  Port  Newark,  NJ, 
and  Albany,  NY,  to  points  in  CT,  DE, 
DC.  IL,  IN,  IA,  KS,  KY,  ME,  MD,  MA, 
MI,  MN,  MO,  NB,  ND,  NH,  NJ,  NY, 
OH,  OK,  PA,  RI,  SD,  VT,  VA,  WV,  and 
WI,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Chiquita  Brands,  Inc. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  139193  (Sub-75F),  filed  April  13, 
1978.  Applicant:  ROBERTS  &  OAKE, 
INC.,  527  East  52nd  Street  North, 
Sioux  Falls,  SD  57101.  Representative: 
Jacob  P.  Billig,  2033  K  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Banana .s,  frozen, 
fresh,  and  hermetically  sealed  in  cans 
or  drums,  and  commodities  otherwise 
exempt  from  regulation  under  section 
233(b)(6)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  when  moving  with  the  aforesaid 
banana  commodities,  from  El  Paso, 
TX,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  ID,  IA, 
KS,  MN,  MO,  MT,  NE,  NV,  NM,  ND, 
OK,  OR,  SD,  TX,  UT,  WA,  WI,  and 
WY,  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  Chiquita  Brands,  Inc. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  139420  (Sub-33F),  filed  April  13, 
1978.  Applicant:  ART  GREENBERG, 
d.b.a.  GLACIER  TRANSPORT,  P.O. 
Box  428,  Grand  Forks,  ND  58201.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  James  B.  Hovland,  P.O. 
Box  1680,  Fargo,  ND  58102.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  potato 
products  (except  in  bulk),  from  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  International  Coop,  at  or 
near  Grand  Forks,  ND,  to  points  in 
KS,  NE,  SD,  CO.  IL,  IN,  MI,  MN,  and 
WI.  (Hearing  site:  Grand  Forks  or 
Fargo,  ND.) 

MC  139495  (Sub-347F),  filed  April  5, 
1978.  Applicant:  NATIONAL  CARRI¬ 
ERS,  INC.  1501  East  8th  Street,  P.O. 
Box  1358,  Liberal.  KS  67901.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  1320 
Fenwick  Lane,  Suite  500,  Silver 
Spring,  MD  20910.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Soap,  from  the  facilities 
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of  Purex  Corp.  at  Omaha,  NE,  to 
points  in  IL,  MA,  MO,  NY  and  PA. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  139495  (Sub-350F),  filed  April 
14,  1978.  Applicant:  NATIONAL  CAR¬ 
RIERS.  INC.  1501  East  8th  Street. 
P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal,  KS  67901.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  1320 
Fenwick  Lane,  Suite  500,  Silver 
Spring,  MD  20910.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foodstuffs,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigera¬ 
tion,  from  the  facilities  of  McCormick 
«Sc  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or  near  South  Bend,  IN, 
to  points  in  KS,  MO,  OK,  LA,  and  TX. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  139495  (Sub-35 IF),  filed  April 
14,  1978.  Applicant:  NATIONAL  CAR¬ 
RIERS,  INC.  1501  East  8th  Street, 
P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal,  KS  67901.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  1320 
Fenwick  Lane,  Suite  500,  Silver 
Spring,  MD  20910.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Pipe  fittings  and  con¬ 
nections,  pipe  hangers,  indicator 
posts,  hydrants,  pipe,  bars  and  rods, 
valves,  castings,  water  motor  alarms, 
pipe  cement,  joint  compound,  auto¬ 
matic  sprinker  heads,  automatic  fire 
protection  and  prevention  systems, 
and  air  heaters,  blowers,  and  parts 
(except  those  commodities  which  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment),  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  ITT  Grinnell,  at  or  near  Colum¬ 
bia,  PA  to  those  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  MI,  IN,  KY,  TN, 
MS,  and  LA;  (2)  fire  protection  and 
fire  prevention  systems,  and  parts  and 
accessories  therefor  (except  commod¬ 
ities  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment), 
from  the  facilities  of  ITT  Grinnell,  at 
or  near  Warren,  OH,  to  those  points  in 
the  United  States  in  and  east  of  MN, 
IA,  IL,  KY,  TN,  AR,  and  LA;  and  (3) 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  commodities  speci¬ 
fied  in  (1)  and  (2)  above  (except  com¬ 
modities  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use .  of  special 
equipment  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI)  to  Warren,  OH, 
and  Columbia,  PA.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  139923  (Sub-42F),  filed  April  14, 
1978.  Applicant:  MILLER  TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  D,  Stroud,  OK 
74079.  Representative:  Jack  H. 
Blanshan,  Suite  200,  205  West  Touhy 
Avenue,  Park  Ridge,  IL  60068.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Food  and  food 
products  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  points  in  the  lower  peninsula  of 
MI,  to  points  in  AZ,  AR,  CA,  CO,  ID, 


NV,  NM,  OK,  OR,  TX,  UT,  and  WA, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  originating  at  the  indicated 
origins  and  destined  to  the  indicated 
destination;.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago, 
IL.) 

Note.— Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  authority  in  MC  139926  and  sub 
numbers  thereunder,  therefore,  dual  oper¬ 
ations  may  be  involved. 

MC  140033  (Sub-46F),  filed  March 
31,  1978.  Applicant:  COX  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  EXPRESS.  INC.,  10606 

Goodnight  Lane,  Dallas,  TX  75220. 
Representative:  E.  Larry  Wells, 

Winkle,  Suite  1125,  Exchange  Park, 

P.O.  Box  45538,  Dallas,  TX  75245.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat 
products,  meat  by-products,  and  arti¬ 
cles  distributed  by  meat 

packinghouses,  as  described  in  sections 
A  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  MCC  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  from  Mansfield,  TX  to 
points  in  AZ,  CA,  FL,  ID,  IL,  NV,  NJ, 
OR,  PA,  UT,  VA,  WA,  and  Kansas 
City,  MO.  (Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX.) 

Note.— Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  142296  and  subs  thereun¬ 
der,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  In¬ 
volved. 

MC  140240  (Sub-4F),  filed  April  5, 
1978.  Applicant:  TIPPECANOE 

WAREHOUSING.  INC.,  445  Morland 
Drive,  Lafayette,  IN  47905.  Represent¬ 
ative:  Francis  W.  Mclnemy,  1000  16th 
Street  NW..  Washington,  DC  20036. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  drug 
wholesalers  and  retail  and  discount 
stores,  (1)  from  Lafayette  and  Monti- 
cello,  IN,  to  points  in  MI,  and  (2)  from 
Lafayette,  IN,  to  Chicago,  IL,  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Cheseborough  Pond’s  Inc.,  of  Clinton, 
CT.  (Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC,  or 
New  Haven,  CT.) 

MC  140452  (Sub-lOF)  (amendment) 
filed  March  15,  1978.  Previously  no¬ 
ticed  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
May  4.  1978.  Applicant:  ROSE  BROS. 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  2425  U.S.  Business 
Hwy  41  North,  Suite  204,  Evansville, 
IN  47711.  Representative:  David 
Konnersman,  5101  Madison  Avenue, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46227.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Commodities  in 
bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  (1)  between 
points  in  IN,  IL,  and  KY,  and  (2)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  IN,  IL,  and  KY,  on  the 
one  hand;  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
points  in  OH,  TN,  AR,  MO,  and  IA. 
(Hearing  site:  Louisville,  KY.) 


Note.— The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  indicate  the  additional  request  for  au¬ 
thority  in  (1)  above. 

MC  140454  (Sub-2F),  filed  April  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  PERMA  TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC.,  248  Main  Street,  Blossburg, 
PA  16912.  Representative:  David  A. 
Sutherlund,  1150  Connecticut  Avenue 
NW.,  Suite  400,  Washington,  DC 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Coal,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Tioga  County,  PA,  to  points 
in  Yates  County,  NY,  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  or  contracts  with  P  &  M 
Mining  Co.  at  Blossburg,  PA.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  140635  (Sub-9F),  filed  April  4, 
1978.  Applicant:  ADAMS  LINES,  INC., 
2619  North  Street,  Omaha,  NE  68107. 
Representative:  Edward  A.  O’Donnell, 
1004  29th  Street.  Sioux  City,  IA  51104. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by-prod¬ 
ucts,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses  as  described  in  sections 
A  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  MCC  209  and  766  (except 
hides,  and  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  from  the  facilities  of 
Theis  Packing  Co.,  Inc.  at  or  near 
Great  Bend,  KS,  to  points  in  AL,  AR, 
CT,  DE,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  KY,  ME,  MD, 
MA,  MI,  MN,  MS,  NH,  NJ,  NY,  NC, 
OH,  PA,  RI,  SC,  TN,  VT,  VA,  WV.  WI, 
and  DC,  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  shipments  originating  at  the 
named  origin  facilities  and  destined  to 
the  named  destination  States  (except 
traffic  moving  in  foreign  commerce). 
(Hearing  site:  Kansas  City,  MO,  or 
Omaha.  NE.) 

MC  141124  (Sub-17F),  filed  April  14. 
1978.  Applicant:  EVANGELIST  COM¬ 
MERCIAL  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  1709,  Wil¬ 
mington,  DE  19899.  Representative: 
Boyd  B.  Ferris,  50  West  Broad  Street, 
Columbus,  OH  43215.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Paper  and  paper 
products,  and  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  incidental  to  the  manu¬ 
facture  and  distribution  thereof 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
Corinth  and  Ticonderoga,  NY,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
OH,  IN,  IL,  KY,  TN,  and  NC.  (Hearing 
site:  Columbus,  OH.) 

MC  141575  (Sub-12F),  filed  April  10, 
1978.  Applicant:  TFS,  INC.,  Box  126, 
Rural  Route  2,  Grand  Island,  NE 
68801.  Representative:  Gailyn  L. 
Larsen,  521  South  14th  Street,  P.O. 
Box  81849,  Lincoln,  NE  68501.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Soy  isolates,  from 
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Pryor,  OK,  to  Hayward,  CA,  under 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Feaster  Foods  Co.  (Hearings  site: 
Omaha  or  Lincoln,  NE.) 

MC  141733  (Sub-2F),  filed  April  14, 
1978.  Applicant:  UNION  TRANSIT 
CO.,  INC.,  276  Pasco  Road,  Spring- 
field,  MA  01151.  Representative:  David 
M.  Marshall.  101  State  Street,  Suite 
304,  Springfield,  MA  01103.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  tools,  forgings, 
tool  boxes,  packing  containers,  and 
materials,  supplies,  and  equipment 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  such  commodities  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  between  Springfield, 
MA;  East  Windsor,  CT;  Springdale  and 
Pocahontas,  AR;  Hillsboro,  OH;  Gasto¬ 
nia,  NC;  and  Baltimore,  MD;  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
The  Moore  Co.,  Inc.  (Hearing  site: 
Hartford,  CT,  or  Boston,  MA.) 

MC  141804  (Sub-107F),  filed  April 
10,  1978.  Applicant:  WESTERN  EX¬ 
PRESS,  DIVISION  OF  INTERSTATE 
RENTAL,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  422, 
Goodlettsville,  TN  37072.  Representa¬ 
tive:  Frederick  J.  Coffman  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Central  heating  and  air 
conditioning  units  and  their  compo¬ 
nent  parts,  from  the  facilities  of  Heil- 
Quaker  Corp.  at  points  in  Davidson 
County,  TN,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO, 
MT,  NV,  UT,  WA,  OR,  NM,  and  ID. 
(Hearing  site:  Nashville,  TN.) 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  141938  (Sub-2F),  filed  April  6, 
1978.  Applicant:  S  Sc  S  TRUCKING 
AND  WAREHOUSING,  INC.,  7100 
NW  12th  Street,  Miami,  FL  33126. 
Representative:  John  P.  Bond,  2766 
Douglas  Road,  Miami,  FL  33133.  Ap¬ 
plicant  seeks  authority  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods,  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  requir¬ 
ing  special  handling,  and  cement),  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Dade  County,  FL; 
having  a  prior  or  subsequent  move¬ 
ment  by  water;  under  a  continuing 
contract  with  Foreign  Forwarding, 
Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Miami,  FL.) 

MC  142268  (Sub-33F),  filed  April  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  GORSKI  BULK 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  R.R.  No.  4, 
Harrow,  Ontario,  Canada  NOR  1GO. 
Representative:  William  B.  Elmer, 
21635  East  Nine  Mile  Road,  St.  Clair 
Shores,  MI  48080.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  in  the 
transportation  of:  Frozen  egg  beaters 


from  St.  Louis,  MO,  to  ports  of  entry 
on  the  international  boundary  line  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Canada 
located  at  points  in  MI  and  NY,  re¬ 
stricted  to  shipments  destined  to 
Canada.  (Hearing  site:  Detroit,  MI.) 

MC  142287  (Sub-6F),  filed  April  13, 
1978.  Applicant:  TOM  YOUNKIN, 
INC.,  821  Sandusky  Street,  Ashland, 
OH  44805.  Representative:  William  A. 
Near  hood,  124  Church  Street,  Ash¬ 
land,  OH  44805.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Recreational  equipment, 

sporting  goods,  games,  toys,  display 
racks  and  stands,  between  Ashland, 
OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and  Atlanta, 
GA;  Harrison,  NJ;  and  Dallas,  TX;  on 
the  other  hand,  under  a  continuing 
contract  with  Kent  Sporting  Goods, 
Co.  (Hearing  site:  Columbus,  Cleve¬ 
land,  or  Cincinnati,  OH.) 

MC  143110  (Sub-3F),  filed  April  13, 
1978.  Applicant:  K  &  B  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  841,  Union,  NJ.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Stuart  R.  Mandel,  315  South 
Beverly  Drive,  Suite  315,  Beverly  Hills, 
CA  90212.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Vacuum  cleaners,  vacuum  cleaner 
bags,  floor  polishers,  rug  shampooers, 
electric  motors,  and  parts  for  vacuum 
cleaners,  vacuum  cleaner  bags,  floor 
polishers  and  rug  shampooers,  janito¬ 
rial  supplies,  buckets,  hand  trucks, 
steelware,  hardware,  mop  heads,  mop 
wringers,  handles,  mipro,  squeegees, 
cloth  bags,  yams,  and  related  supplies 
and  parts  (except  in  bulk)  (A)  from 
Old  Greenwich,  CT,  Bristol,  VA, 
Fultonville,  NY  and  Charlotte,  NC,  to 
Harrisburg,  PA,  Charleston  and 
Logan,  WV,  Bristol  and  Richmond, 
VA,  Louisville  and  Lexington,  KY, 
Memphis  and  Jackson,  TN,  Ashville, 
Charlotte  and  Gastonia,  NC,  Colum¬ 
bia,  SC,  Atlanta  (College  Park)  and 
Norcross,  GA,  Mobile,  AL,  Pine  Bluff, 
Little  Rock  and  Jonesboro,  AR,  and 
Dallas,  TX  (B)  from  Old  Greenwich, 
CT,  Bristol,  VA,  Fultonville,  NY  and 
Charlotte,  NC.  to  Harrisburg,  PA, 
Memphis  and  Jackson,  TN,  Toledo, 
OH,  Evansville  and  Hammond,  IN,  Elk 
Grove  Village,  Springfield,  Des  Plaines 
and  Marion,  IL,  Waterloo,  Cedar 
Rapids,  Des  Moines  and  Davenport, 
IA,  Witchita,  KS,  Omaha,  NE,  Mesa 
and  Phoenix,  AZ,  Colorado  Springs, 
Denver  and  Greeley,  CO,  Salt  Lake 
City,  UT,  and  Reno,  NV,  Los  Angeles, 
and  Daley  City,  CA,  Portland,  Oregon 
and  Seattle,  WA  (C)  from  Bristol,  VA, 
Fultonville,  NY,  and  Charlotte,  NC,  to 
Charlotte,  NC,  Richmond  and  Bristol, 
VA,  Harrisburg,  PA,  Bronx, 
Fultonville  and  Utica,  NY,  Old  Green¬ 
wich  and  Hartford,  CT,  West  Spring- 
field  and  Worchester,  MA  (2)  Plastic 
household  cleaning  and  maintenance 


products  and  supplies,  (except  in 
bulk),  from  Sparks,  NV,  to  Fultonville, 
NY,  Dallas,  TX,  Des  Plaines,  IL  and 
Charlotte,  NC:  and  (3)  Buffing  com¬ 
pounds,  polishing  compounds,  cleaning 
compounds,  petroleum  resins,  paraffin 
wax  compounds,  paraffins,  petroleum 
wax,  cleaning,  scouring  or  washing 
compounds,  soaps,  disinfectants,  clean¬ 
ing  and  lubricating  conveyor  or  rubber 
compounds,  (except  in  bulk),  from  St. 
Louis,  MO  and  Chicago,  IL,  to  points 
in  AL,  AZ,  AR,  CA,  CO,  CT,  FL,  GA, 
ID,  IL,  IN.  IA,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MD,  MA, 
MI,  MN,  MS,  MO,  MT,  NE,  NV,  NJ, 
NM,  NY,  NC,  OK,  OH,  OR,  PA,  SD, 
TN,  TX,  UT.  VA,  WA  and  WI,  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  in  (1) 
through  (3)  above  with  Electrolux 
Group,  division  of  General  Foods 
Corp.  (Hearing  site:  New  York,  NY). 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  involved. 

MC  143267  (Sub-17F),  filed  April  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  CARLTON  ENTER¬ 
PRISES,  INC.,  4588  State  Route  82, 
Mantua,  OH  44255.  Representative: 
Peter  A.  Greene,  900  17th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Reinforced 
concrete  structures  between  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Cleveland  Builders  Supply  Co. 
at  Cleveland,  OH,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  PA,  NY, 
WV,  KY,  IN  and  MI,  and  (2)  precast 
concrete  products  ( other  than  rein¬ 
forced  concrete  structures)  and  brick 
between  the  facilities  of  Cleveland 
Builders  Supply  Co.  at  or  near  Cleve¬ 
land,  Medina  and  Elyria,  OH,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
MI.  (Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC  or 
Cleveland,  OH.) 

MC  143267  (Sub-18F),  filed  April  12, 
1978.  Applicant:  CARLTON  ENTER¬ 
PRISES,  INC.,  4588  State  Route  82, 
Mantua,  OH  44255.  Representative: 
Peter  A.  Greene,  900  17th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Lumber,  between 
the  facilities  of  Hill  Lumber  Co.,  at  or 
near  Ravenna,  OH,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  WV  and 
those  in  PA  west  of  U.S.  Hwy  15. 
(Hearing  site:  Cleveland,  OH,  or  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC.) 

MC  143503  (Sub-12F),  filed  April  13, 
1978.  Applicant:  MERCHANTS 

HOME  DELIVERY  SERVICE,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  5067,  Oxnard,  CA  93031. 
Representative:  T.  M.  Brown,  223 
Ciudad  Building,  Oklahoma  City,  OK 
73112.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
retail  department  stores,  between 
Memphis,  TN,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
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on  the  other,  points  in  De  Soto, 
Tunica,  Tate,  Coahoma,  Quitman, 
Panola,  Lafayette,  Marshall,  Benton, 
Tippah,  Union,  Pontotoc,  Lee, 
Itawamba,  Prentiss,  Alcorn,  and 
Tishomingo  Counties,  MS;  Butler, 
Stoddard,  New  Madrid,  Pemiscot, 
Dunklin,  Scott,  Mississippi,  and  Ripley 
Counties,  MO;  Randolph,  Clay,  Sharp, 
Greene,  Lawrence,  Mississippi, 
Craighead,  Independence,  Jackson, 
Poinsett,  Crittenden,  Cross,  Woodruff, 
St.  Francis,  White,  Prairie,  Lee, 
Monroe,  Phillips,  and  Arkansas  Coun¬ 
ties,  AR;  and  Ballard,  Carlisle, 
Hickman,  Fulton,  Graves,  McCracken, 
Marshall,  Calloway,  Lyon,  Trigg,  Cald¬ 
well,  and  Christian  Counties,  KY. 
(Hearing  site:  Memphis,  TN  or  Chica¬ 
go,  IL.) 

MC  143664  (Sub-2F),  filed  April  10, 
1978.  Applicant:  MEEUWSEN 

PRODUCE  &  GRAIN,  INC.,  9525 
Ransom  Street,  Zeeland,  MI  49464. 
Representative:  Karl  L.  Gotting,  1200 
Bank  of  Lansing  Building,  Lansing,  MI 
48933.  Authority  sought  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting;  (1)  Foodstuffs 
and  poultry  requiring  refrigeration, 
from  the  Borculo,  MI,  plantsite  and 
storage  facilities  of  Bil-Mar  Foods, 
Inc.,  to  points  in  AL,  AZ,  CA.'FL,  GA, 
IL,  IN,  IA,  KS,  KY,  MN,  MO,  NE,  NM, 
NY,  NC,  OH,  OK,  PA,  SC,  TN,  TX, 
WV,  and  WI,  with  the  right  of  return 
of  damaged  or  rejected  merchandise; 
and  (2)  materials  and  supplies  of  Bil- 
Mar  Foods,  Inc.,  from  points  in  AL, 
AZ,  CA,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  IA,  KS,  KY, 
MN,  MO,  NE,  NM,  NY.  NC,  OH,  OK, 
PA,  SC,  TN,  TX,  WV  and  WI,  to  the 
plant  site  and  storage  facilities  of  Bil- 
Mar  Foods,  Inc.,  at  Borculo.  MI,  re¬ 
stricted  to  transportation  performed 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  Bil-Mar  Foods,  Inc.  of 
Borculo,  MI.  (Hearing  site:  Grand 
Rapids  or  Lansing,  MI.) 

MC  143693  (Sub-IF),  filed  April  11, 
1978.  Applicant:  DFC  TRUCKING 
CO.,  a  corporation,  17872  Cartwright 
Road,  Irvine,  CA  92705.  Representa¬ 
tive:  Alan  F.  Wohlstetter,  1700  K 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier  over  irregular  routes 
transporting:  (1)  Frozen  meat  from 
Mansfield,  TX,  to  warehouse  and  dis¬ 
tribution  centers  of  Delly  Food  Co., 
and  Proficient  Food  Co.,  Inc.,  at  Irvine 
and  Hayward,  CA,  Arlington,  TX, 
Franklin  Park,  IL,  Orlando,  FL,  and 
Logan  Township,  Gloucester  County, 
NJ.  (2)  Canned  and  packaged  food¬ 
stuffs  from  points  in  CA,  LA  and  TX, 
to  warehouse  and  distribution  centers 
of  Delly  Food  Co.,  and  Proficient  Food 
Co.,  Inc.,  at  Irvine  and  Hayward,  CA, 
Arlington,  TX,  Franklin  Park,  IL,  Or¬ 
lando,  FL,  and  Logan  Township, 
Gloucester  County,  NJ.  From 


Hayward  and  Irvine,  CA  to  warehouse 
and  distribution  centers  of  Delly  Food 
Co.,  and  Proficient  Food  Co.,  Inc.,  at 
Arlington,  TX,  Franklin  Park,  IL,  Or¬ 
lando,  FL,  and  Logan  Township, 
Gloucester  County,  NJ.  From  Franklin 
Park,  IL,  to  warehouse  and  distribu¬ 
tion  centers  of  Delly  Food  Co.,  and 
Proficient  Food  Co.,  Inc.,  at  Irvine  and 
Hayward,  CA,  Arlington,  TX,  Orlando, 
FL,  and  Logan  Township,  Gloucester 
County,  NJ.  (3)  Frozen  and  fresh  fish, 
poultry,  and  frozen  foodstuffs  from 
points  in  CA,  FL,  and  NJ,  to  ware¬ 
house  and  distribution  centers  of 
Delly  Food  Co.,  and  Proficient  Food 
Co.,  Inc.,  at  Irvine  and  Hawyard,  CA, 
Arlington,  TX,  Franklin  Park,  IL,  Or¬ 
lando,  FL,  and  Logan  Township, 
Gloucester  County,  NJ.  (4)  Restaurant 
supplies  restricted  to  table  items  only, 
te.,  napkins  china,  flatware,  glass¬ 
ware,  silverware,  and  cloth  products 
from  points  in  PA  and  TN,  to  ware¬ 
house  and  distribution  centers  of 
Delly  Food  Co.,  and  Proficient  Food 
Co.,  Inc.,  at  Irvine,  and  Hayward,  CA, 
Arlington,  TX,  Franklin  Park,  IL,  Or¬ 
lando,  FL,  and  Logan  Township, 
Gloucester  County,  NJ.  (Hearing  site: 
Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  143995  (Sub-2F),  filed  April  13, 
1978.  Applicant:  SLOAN  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION,  INC.,  6522  West  River  Drive, 
Davenport,  IA  52802.  Representative: 
James  M.  Hodge,  1980  Financial 
Center,  Des  Moines,  IA  50309.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Malt  beverages, 
from  the  facilities  of  Anheuser-Busch, 
Inc.,  at  Columbus,  OH,  to  Rock  Island, 
IL,  and  Davenport,  IA,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with  A. 
D.  Huesing  Corp.  of  Bock  Island,  IL, 
and  Jack’s  Distributing  Co.  of  Daven¬ 
port,  IA.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  144127  (Sub-IF),  filed  April  11, 
1978.  Applicant:  R  &  A  TRUCKING 
CO.,  7929  San  Leandro  Street, 
Oakland,  CA  94621.  Representative: 
Eldon  M.  Johnson,  650  California 
Street,  Suite  2808,  San  Francisco,  CA 
94108.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle 
over  irregular  routes  in  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  plastic  drain,  waste  and  vent 
pipe,  from  the  facilities  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Brass  &  Iron  Foundry  at  Turner, 
OR,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  NV,  OR,  and 
WA,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  the  American  Brass  & 
Iron  Foundry.  (Hearing  site:  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  CA.). 

MC  144201  (Sub-2F),  (correction) 
filed  April  4,  1978,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  June  29, 
1978,  and  republished  as  corrected  this 
issue.  Applicant:  V.  M.  P.  ENTER¬ 
PRISES,  INC.,  3006  South  40th 
Street,  Milwaukee,  WI  53215.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  William  C.  Dineen,  Suite 


412,  Empire  Building,  710  North 
Plankinton  Avenue,  Milwaukee,  WI 
53203.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Buses,  in  initial  movements,  in 
driveaway  service,  from  Loudonville 
and  Delaware,  OH,  to  points  in  the 
United  States,  (including  AK,  but  ex¬ 
cluding  HI),  restricted  to  traffic  origi¬ 
nating  at  the  facilities  of  Grumman— 
Flexible  Corp.  (Hearing  site:  Colum¬ 
bus,  OH,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

Note.— The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  correctly  state  the  docket  number, 
which  was  previously  published  as  MC 
144201. 

MC  144420  (Sub-IF),  (amendment), 
filed  March  28,  1978,  previously  no¬ 
ticed  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
May  18,  1978.  Applicant:  MALIBU 
BEACH  BOAT  SALES  &  SERVICE 
CO.,  INC.,  Rt.  1,  Box  261,  Osage 
Beach,  MO  65065.  Representative: 
Harry  F.  Horak,  Room  109,  5001 
Brentweed  Stair  Road,  Fort  Worth, 
TX  76112.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
boats,  between  points  in  MO,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
AR,  FL,  IL.  IA,  KS,  KY.  MI,  MS,  OK, 
TN,  and  TX.  The  purpose  of  this  re¬ 
publication  is  to  broaden  the  request 
for  authority  by  excluding 
unacceptable  restrictions. 

Note.— If  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Jefferson 
City  or  St.  Louis,  MO. 

MC  144555  (Sub-2F),  filed  April  11, 
1978.  Applicant:  FRED  KRUSE,  and 
MICHAEL  KRUSE,  dba  Kruse  Truck¬ 
ing,  Route  1,  Box  41,  Cuba.  MO  65453. 
Representative:  B.  W.  LaTourette,  Jr., 
11  S.  Meramec,  suite  1400,  St.  Louis, 
MO  63105.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Mine  props,  ties,  treated  and 
untreated  roof  board,  and  rough  sawed 
lumber  between  points  in  Crawford, 
Franklin,  and  Phelps  Counties,  MO, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other, 
points  in  Christian,  Jackson,  St.  Clair, 
Montgomery,  Macoupin,  Clinton, 
Mercer,  Saline,  Williamson,  and 
Sangamon  Counties,  IL,  and  points  in 
Pike  County,  IN. 

Note.— If  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
MO.  Jefferson  City,  MO,  or  Springfield,  IL. 

MC  144591F,  filed  April  6,  1978.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  FUSARO  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION,  INC.,  Ridge  Hill  Road,  Assonet, 
MA  02702.  Representative:  Michael  R. 
Werner,  P.O.  Box  1409,  167  Fairfield 
Road,  Fairfield.  NJ  07006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Unfinished 
piece  goods,  (a)  From  points  in  GA, 
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TN,  SC,  NC,  and  VA,  to  points  in  MD, 
PA,  NY,  NJ,  CT,  RI,  and  MA,  and  (b) 
From  points  in  SC,  to  points  in  GA, 
TN,  SC,  NC,  and  VA;  (2)  Piece  goods, 
(a)  From  points  in  MD,  PA,  NY,  NJ, 
CT,  RI,  and  MA,  to  points  in  GA,  TN, 
SC,  and  NC,  and  (b)  From  points  in 
NC,  RI,  and  MA,  to  San  Antonio,  TX, 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  Kleinfab  Corp.  and  Sha¬ 
piro  &  Son.  (Hearing  site:  New  York, 
NY.) 

MC  144583F  filed  April  11,  1978.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  D&D  TRANSFER,  INC.,  271 
Culver  Avenue,  Jersey  City,  NJ  07305. 
Representative:  Morton  E.  Kiel,  Suite 
6193,  5  World  Trade  Center,  New 
York,  NY  10048.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  general  commodities,  (except 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment)  between  New 
York,  NY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  the  railroad  trailer  on  flat 
car  facilities  located  in  Alexandria, 
VA,  restricted  to  traffic  in  trailers  or 
containers  having  a  prior  or  subse¬ 
quent  movement  by  rail.  (Hearing  site: 
New  York,  NY.) 

MC  144625F,  filed  April  10,  1978.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  CLOVERLEAF  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION,  INC.,  14  Kerri  Lane,  Spring 
Valley,  NY  10977.  Representative: 
Ronald  I.  Shapss,  450  Seventh  Avenue, 
New  York,  NY  10001.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Malt  beverages 
and  empty  beverage  containers,  (ex¬ 
cluding  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
Baldwinsville,  Hornell,  and  Rome,  NY, 
Newark,  Union,  and  Hawthorne,  NJ, 
Columbus,  OH,  Williamsburg,  VA,  and 
Winston-Salem,  NC,  under  continuing 
contracts  with  (1)  Peerless  Beverage 
Co.,  (2)  Canada  Dry  Bottling  Co.  of 
Hornell,  NY,  Inc.,  (3)  L  &  M  Whole¬ 
sale,  Inc.,  and  (4)  A.I.G.  Trucking 
d.b.a.  Kohler  Dist.  Co.  (Hearing  site: 
New  York,  NY.) 

MC  144626F,  filed  April  12,  1978.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  TRANS  NATIONAL  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  520  Otter  Hole  Road, 
West  Milford,  NJ  07480.  Representa¬ 
tive:  George  A.  Olsen,  P.O.  Box  357, 
Gladstone,  NJ  07934.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Motor  vehicles 
(except  trucks,  automobiles,  and 
motor  homes;  and  except  new  tractors 
and  chasis,  in  secondary  movements, 
in  driveway  service),  hardware,  con¬ 
veyors  and  conveyor  equipment,  furni¬ 
ture,  lawn  mowers,  power  equipment, 
and  wheel  goods;  (2)  parts,  attach¬ 
ments  and  accessories  for  the  com¬ 
modities  in  (1)  above;  and  (3)  materi¬ 
als,  equipment  and  supplies  used  in 


the  manufacture  and  sale  of  the  com¬ 
modities  in  (1)  and  (2)  above,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk)  between  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  MTD  Products,  Inc.,  located 
at  or  near  Westfield,  MA,  Cleveland, 
Strongsville,  Shelby,  Willard,  OH, 
Indianaola,  MS,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  NM,  TX,  CA, 
AR,  NV,  WA,  OR,  ID,  UT,  LA  restrict¬ 
ed  to  shipments  originating  at  named 
origins  and  destined  to  the  indicated 
destinations.  (Hearing  site:  Columbus, 
OH  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  144653F,  filed  April  13,  1978.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  A.  &  D.  HITCHCOCK 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  2990  Gramer 
Road,  Webberville,  MI  48892.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  William  B.  Elmer,  21635 
East  Nine  Mile  Road,  St.  Clair  Shores, 
MI  48080.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Scrap  aluminum,  from  Howell,  MI,  to 
those  points  in  OH  on  and  north  of  In¬ 
terstate  Hwy  70,  under  a  continuing 
contract,  or  contracts,  with  Aluminum 
Smelting  and  Refining  Co.  of  Maple 
Heights,  OH.  (Hearing  site:  Detroit  or 
Lansing,  MI.) 

MC  144655F,  filed  April  13,  1978.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  ARCTIC  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
4750  West  Main,  Fargo,  ND  58102. 
Representative:  Robert  P.  Sack,  P.O. 
Box  6010,  West  St.  Paul,  MN  55118. 
Applicant  seeks  authority  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Trail¬ 
ers,  freight  carrying  and  parts  and  ac¬ 
cessories  thereof,  and  automotive  parts 
and  accessories  (except  commodities 
in  bulk)  from  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI),  to  points 
in  MN,  WI,  ND,  SD,  MT,  CO,  NE,  IA 
and  MI;  and  (2)  materials,  supplies 
and  equipment  (except  commodities  in 
bulk)  used  in  the  conduct  of  trailer, 
automotive  parts  and  accessories  sales 
and  repair  business,  from  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI)  to 
Minneapolis,  MN;  Fargo,  ND;  Sioux 
Falls,  SD;  and  Appleton,  WI,  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Dorso  Trailers  Sales,  Inc.  (Hearing 
site:  St.  Paul,  MN.) 

MC  144679F,  filed  April  13,  1978.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  VIRGIL  ARNOLD 

CANFIELD,  799  Southwest  11th 
Avenue,  Forest  Lake,  MN  55025.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  Samuel  Rubenstein,  301 
North  Fifth  Street,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55403.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Carpet,  carpet  pads,  and  such  com¬ 
modities  as  are  used  in  the  installa¬ 
tion  of  floor  coverings,  from  Milan, 
TN,  and  points  in  GA,  to  points  in 
MN,  MT,  ND,  SD,  and  WY.  (Hearing 
site:  Minneapolis  or  St.  Paul,  MN.) 


Brokers 

MC  130491,  filed  April  14,  1978.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  ASSOCIATED  TRAVEL  SER¬ 
VICES,  INC.,  22  South  Conception 
Street,  Mobile,  AL  36602.  Representa¬ 
tive:  Paul  M.  W.  Bruckmann  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Authority  .sought 
to  operate,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce  as  a  broker  at  Mobile,  AL,  to 
sell  or  offer  to  sell  the  transportation 
of:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  in 
round-trip  sightseeing  and  pleasure 
tours,  in  special  and  charter  bus  oper¬ 
ation,  by  motor  vehicle,  beginning  and 
ending  at  points  in  Mobile,  Baldwin, 
Clarke,  Monroe,  and  Escambia  Coun¬ 
ties,  AL,  Jackson  County,  MS,  and 
Escambia  County,  FL,  and  extending 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (includ¬ 
ing  AK  but  excluding  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Mobile,  AL.) 

MC  130496F,  filed  April  11,  1978.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  SPRINGFIELD  AUTO¬ 

MOBILE  CLUB,  a  corporation,  755 
Bechtle  Avenue,  Springfield,  OH 
45504.  Representative:  James  R. 
Stiverson,  1396  West  Fifth  Avenue, 
P.O.  Box  12241,  Columbus,  OH  43212. 
Authority  sought  to  engage  in  oper¬ 
ation,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  as  a  broker  at  points  in  Clark 
County,  OH,  to  sell  or  offer  to  sell  the 
transportation  of:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  round  trip  special 
and  charter  operations,  by  motor,  be¬ 
ginning  and  ending  at  Clark  County, 
OH,  and  extending  to  points  in  the 
United  States  including  AK  and  HI. 
(Hearing  site:  Columbus,  OH.) 

Freight  Forwarder 

FF  426  (Sub-3F),  filed  April  13,  1978. 
Applicant:  EXPRESS  FORWARDING 
AND  STORAGE  CO.,  INC.,  19  Rector 
Street,  New  York,  NY  10006.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Alan  F.  Wohlstetter,  1700  K 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  engage  in  oper¬ 
ation,  in  interstate  and  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  as  a  freight  forwarder,  through 
the  use  of  the  facilities  of  common 
carriers  by  rail,  motor,  water  and  ex¬ 
press,  in  the  transportation  of:  Gener¬ 
al  commodities  (except  classes  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  unaccom¬ 
panied  baggage,  used  automobiles,  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  in  containers, 
between  the  port  of  Chicago,  IL,  and 
the  ports  of  entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada  in  MI,  MN,  NY, 
and  WI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  AL,  CA,  CT,  GA,  IL, 
IN,  KS,  KY,  MD,  MA,  MN,  MO,  MI, 
NJ,  NY,  NH,  OH,  PA,  RI,  TN,  and  WI. 
Restriction:  The  authority  is  subject 
to  the  following  conditions:  Said  au¬ 
thority  is  restricted  to  the  forwarding 
of  import  or  export  shipments  having 
an  immediately  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  water.  Said  authority  is 
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restricted  against  the  forwarding  of 
shipments  moving  to  or  from  PR  or 
VI.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

Finance  Applications 

The  following  applications  seek  ap¬ 
proval  to  consolidate,  purchase,  merge, 
lease  operating  rights  and  properties, 
or  acquire  control  through  ownership 
of  stock,  or  rail  carriers  of  motor  carri¬ 
ers  pursuant  to  sections  5(2)  or  210a(b) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  pro¬ 
tests  against  the  granting  of  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  must  be  filed  with 
the  Commission  on  or  before  August 
21.  1978.  Such  protests  shall  comply 
with  special  rules  240(c)  or  240(d)  of 
the  Commission’s  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CFR  1100.240)  and  shall 
include  a  concise  statement  of  protes- 
tant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding.  A 
copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative,  or  applicant,  if  no  represent¬ 
ative  is  named. 

MC-F-13589,  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  ONC  FREIGHT  SYS¬ 
TEMS,  260  Sheridan  Avenue,  Palo 
Alto,  CA  94303,  a  portion  of  the  oper¬ 
ating  rights  of  Cibola  Freight  Lines, 
1225  West  Hobsonway,  Blythe,  CA 
92225,  and  for  acquistion  by  Rocor  In¬ 
ternational,  also  of  Palo  Alto,  CA,  of 
control  of  the  rights  through  pur¬ 
chase.  Representative:  Fred  H. 
Mackensen,  9454  Wilshire  Boulevard, 
Suite  400,  Beverly  Hills,  CA  90212.  Op¬ 
erating  rights  sought  to  be  purchased: 
General  commodities,  with  exceptions, 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes  between  points  in  AZ  and  NV 
within  40  miles  of  Kingman,  AZ,  in¬ 
cluding  Kingman,  and  also  between 
points  in  Yuma  County,  AZ,  located 
north  of  an  east-west  line  drawn 
through  Cibola,  AZ,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other,  those  in  NV  within 
40  miles  of  Kingman,  AZ.  Vendee  is 
authorized  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  pursuant  to  certificate  MC 
71459  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  ID,  MT,  NM,  NV, 
OK,  OR.  TX,  UT,  WA  and  WY. 
Vendee  proposes  to  tack  the  rights  to 
be  acquired  to  its  present  certificate  at 
Quartzsite,  AZ.  A  companion  applica¬ 
tion  has  been  filed  by  Airway  Truck¬ 
ing  Co.  in  docket  MC-F-13591  to  pur¬ 
chase  the  balance  of  the  rights  of 
Cibola. 

Note.— MC  110689  (Sub-9F),  is  a  directly 
related  matter. 

MC-F-13590.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  AIRWAY  TRUCKING 
CO.,  4239  Newton  Road,  Stockton,  CA 
95208,  a  portion  of  the  operating 
rights  of  ONC  Freight  Systems,  260 
Sheridan  Avenue,  Palo  Alto,  CA  94303, 
and  for  acquisition  by  Willett  R. 
Barton,  also  of  Stockton,  CA,  of  con¬ 
trol  of  the  rights  through  purchase. 


Representative:  Fred  H.  Mackensen, 
9454  Wilshire  Boulevard,  Suite  400, 
Beverly  Hills,  CA  90212.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  purchased:  Com¬ 
modities  requiring  specialized  han¬ 
dling  or  routing  because  of  size  or 
weight  between  Los  Angeles  Harbor, 
CA  and  Tucson,  AZ,  serving  the  inter¬ 
mediate  points  of  Yuma,  AZ  restricted 
to  traffic  moving  to  or  from  points 
other  than  those  in  Imperial  County, 
CA,  and  with  service  between  Los  An¬ 
geles  Harbor  and  Los  Angeles,  inclu¬ 
sive,  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at 
or  destined  to  points  east  of  Los  Ange¬ 
les  on  the  routes  described  below,  and 
all  other  intermediate  points 
unrestricted;  in  serving  the  off-route 
points  in  the  Los  Angeles,  CA  commer¬ 
cial  zone  and  the  Los  Angeles  Harbor, 
CA  commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  those  within  15  miles  of 
Truck  Boulevard,  between  Los  Angeles 
Harbor  and  Los  Angeles,  CA,  restrict¬ 
ed  to  traffic  originating  at  and  des¬ 
tined  to  points  east  of  Los  Angeles  on 
the  two  routes  described  below,  those 
within  25  miles  of  Tucson,  AZ,  and 
those  in  AZ  within  10  miles  of  the  two 
routes  described  below,  unrestricted, 
and  points  in  Imperial  County,  CA  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  moving  to  or  from 
points  other  than  Yuma,  AZ;  from  Los 
Angeles  Harbor  over  Truck  Boulevard 
to  Los  Angeles,  CA,  then  over  Inter¬ 
state  Hwy  10  to  junction  CA  Hwy  86, 
then  over  CA  Hwy  86  to  El  Centro, 
CA,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  80  to  Gila 
Bend,  AZ,  then  over  AZ  Hwy  84  to 
junction  AZ  Hwy  93,  then  over  AZ 
Hwy  93  to  Tucson;  also  from  Gila 
Bend  over  U.S.  Hwy  80  to  Tucson,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  Vendee  is 
authorized  to  operate  pursuant  to  cer¬ 
tificate  of  registration  MC  110689 
(Sub-8),  as  a  common  carrier  solely 
within  the  State  of  CA,  and  has  pend¬ 
ing  an  application  to  convert  that  cer¬ 
tificate  of  registration  to  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity. 
Vendee  proposes  to  tack  the  rights  to 
be  acquired  at  common  points  of  serv¬ 
ice  in  the  Los  Angeles  area. 

Note. — MC- 1 10689  (Sub-9F),  is  a  directly 
related  matter. 

MC-F-13591.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  AIRWAY  TRUCKING 
CO.,  4239  Newton  Road,  Stockton,  CA 
95208,  a  portion  of  the  operating 
rights  of  Cibola  Freight  Lines,  1225 
West  Hobsonway,  Blythe,  CA  92225, 
and  for  acquisition  by  Willett  R. 
Barton,  also  of  Stockton,  CA,  of  con¬ 
trol  of  the  rights  through  purchase. 
Representative:  Fred  H.  Mackensen, 
9454  Wilshire  Boulevard,  Suite  400, 
Beverly  Hills,  CA  90212.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  purchased:  General 
commodities,  with  exceptions,  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes 
between  Cibola,  AZ  and  points  in  AZ 
within  25  miles  of  Cibola,  on  the  one 


hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Ripley  and 
Blythe,  CA  and  Yuma,  AZ,  and  be¬ 
tween  points  in  that  part  of  Mojave 
County,  AZ,  located  south  of  the  Colo¬ 
rado  River  and  those  in  that  part  of 
Yuma  County,  AZ,  located  north  of  an 
east-west  line  drawn  through  Cibola, 
AZ.  Vendee  is  authorized  ot  operate 
pursuant  to  certificate  of  registration 
MC  110689  (Sub-8)  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er  solely  within  the  state  of  CA  and 
has  pending  an  application  to  convert 
that  certificate  of  registration  to  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity.  Vendee  proposes  to  tack  the 
rights  to  be  acquired  at  Blythe,  CA.  A 
companion  application  has  been  filed 
by  ONC  Freight  Systems,  in  docket 
MC-F-13589,  to  purchase  the  balance 
of  the  rights  of  Cibola. 

Note.— MC  110689  (Sub-9F),  is  a  directly 
related  matter. 

MC-F-13634.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  REMINGTON  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  315,  U.S.  24 
•West,  Remington,  IN,  47977,  of  the  op¬ 
erating  rights  of  New  York-Chicago 
Express,  Inc.,  One  Hackensack 
Avenue,  South  Kearny,  NJ  07032,  and 
for  acquisition  by  Floyd  Legler,  200 
Brown  Street,  Remington,  IN  47977,  of 
control  of  such  rights  through  the 
transaction.  Attorney:  Warren  C. 
Moberly,  777  Chamber  of  Commerce 
Building,  Indianapolis,  IN  46204.  Oper¬ 
ating  rights  sought  to  be  purchased: 
Lamps,  lamp  shades,  plastic  articles 
and  flocked  paper,  by  motor  vehicle,  as 
a  common  carrier  over  irregular 
routes  from  Chicago,  IL,  to  points  in 
NJ,  NY,  and  PA.  Restriction:  The 
transportation  of  plastic  articles  au¬ 
thorized  above  is  restricted  to  those 
used,  incidental  to,  and  in  connection 
with  the  manufacture,  sale,  or  distri¬ 
bution  of  lamps  and  lamp  shades.  Ma¬ 
terials  and  supplies  incidental  to  or 
used  in  connection  with  the  manufac¬ 
ture,  sale,  and  distribution  of  lamps 
and  lamp  shades,  from  points  in  NJ. 
NY,  and  PA,  to  Chicago,  IL.  Restric¬ 
tion:  The  operations  authorized  under 
the  commodity  description  next  above 
are  restricted  against  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  commodities  in  bulk.  Vendee  is 
authorized  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier  in  all  the  States  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  Applica¬ 
tion  has  not  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b). 

Note.— MC  144927  (Sub-4F),  is  a  directly 
related  matter. 

MC-F-13648.  Authority  sought  for 
merger  into  BRUCE  JOHNSON 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  3408  North 
Graham  Street,  P.O.  Box  5647,  Char¬ 
lotte,  NC  28225,  of  the  operating 
rights  and  properties  of  Air  Freight, 
Inc.,  3408  North  Graham  Street,  P.O. 
Box  5647,  Charlotte,  NC  28225.  Attor¬ 
neys:  Charles  Ephraim,  Suite  600,  1250 
Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washing- 
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ton,  DC  20036  and  Lloyd  C.  Caudle, 
900  Johnston  Building,  Charlotte,  NC 
28281.  Air  Freight,  Inc.,  operates  as  a 
common  carrier  of  general  commod¬ 
ities,  over  irregular  routes,  between 
Mecklenburg  County  and  Raleigh- 
Durham  Airport,  NC,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other,  points  in  NC  as 
more  fully  described  in  certificate  MC 
99521.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  of  general  and 
specified  commodities  over  irregular 
routes  in  NC,  SC,  and  GA  as  more 
fully  described  in  certificate  MC 
30446.  Applicant  intends  to  tack  at 
Mecklenburg  County  and  Charleston, 
SC,  in  order  to  provide  direct  service 
from  and  to  various  points  and  terri¬ 
tories  in  NC,  SC,  and  GA.  Approval  of 
the  transaction  will  not  result  in  (a) 
dual  operations,  (b)  splitting  of  operat¬ 
ing  authority,  or  (c)  duplicating  au¬ 
thority.  Applicant  has  previously  been 
granted  authority  to  control  Air 
Freight,  Inc.,  in  MC-F-12601.  A  direct¬ 
ly  related  gateway  application  is  being 
simultaneously  filed. 

Note.— MC  30446  (Sub-lOF),  is  a  directly 
related  matter. 

MC  F-13653.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  T.  DEL  FARNO  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  a  corporation,  30  Lockbridge 
Street,  Pawtucket,  RI  02860  of  the  op¬ 
erating  rights  of  J.  Derenzo  Co.,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  d.b.a.  Civil  Equip.,  85  Wex¬ 
ford  Street,  Needham,  MA  02194,  and 
for  acquisition  by  Augustino  Del 
Famo,  30  Lockbridge  Street,  Pawtuck¬ 
et,  RI  02860  and  Thomas  Del  Farno, 
30  Lockbridge  Street,  Pawtucket,  RI  of 
control  of  such  rights  through  the 
purchase.  Attorney:  Frank  J.  Weiner, 
15  Court  Square,  Boston,  MA  02108.' 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  pur¬ 
chased:  (1)  Road  construction  and  ex¬ 
cavating  materials,  and  road  building 
machinery,  over  irregular  routes,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  RI  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part 
of  CT  on  and  east  of  CT  Hwy  10  and 
points  in  that  part  of  MA  on  and 
south  of  U.S.  Hwy  20;  (2)  construction 
and  road  building  machinery,  materi¬ 
als,  supplies,  and  equipment,  the 
transportation  of  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  requires  use  of  special 
equipment,  over  irregular  routes,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  RI,  and  points  in  that 
part  of  MA  on,  east,  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  MA-CT  State 
line  and  extending  along  MA  Hwy  12 
to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  20,  and  then 
along  U.S.  Hwy  20  to  Boston,  MA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  MA,  CT,  ME,  NH,  VT,  and 
NY,  restricted  against  service  per¬ 
formed  in  connection  with  the  string¬ 
ing  and  picking-up  of  pipe  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  oil,  gas,  or  gasoline  pipelines, 
and  restricted  against  tacking  with  au¬ 
thority  in  paragraph  (1)  above;  (3)  ma¬ 
chinery,  electrical  equipment,  and 


commodities  requiring  specialized 
handling  or  rigging  because  of  size  or 
weight,  over  irregular  routes,  (a)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Providence  County, 
RI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  MA;  (b)  between 
points  in  RI;  (c)  between  points  in  RI, 
except  those  in  Providence  County  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  MA  on  and  east 
of  MA  Hwy  12;  and  (c)  between  points 
in  RI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  CT  on  and 
east  of  CT  Hwy  32;  (4)  such  self- 
propelled  articles,  each  weighing 
15,000  pounds  or  more,  which  may  be 
included  in  construction  and  road 
building  machinery,  materials,  sup¬ 
plies,  and  equipment,  and  related  ma¬ 
chinery,  tools,  parts,  and  supplies 
moving  in  connection  therewith,  over 
irregular  routes,  between  points  in  RI 
and  points  in  that  part  of  MA  on,  east, 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
MA-CT  State  line  and  extending  along 
MA  Hwy  12  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  20, 
then  along  U.S.  Hwy  20  to  Boston, 
MA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  MA,  CT,  ME,  NH,  VT, 
and  NY,  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  commodities  which  are  trans¬ 
ported  on  trailers,  restricted  against 
service  performed  in  connection  with 
the  stringing  or  picking-up  of  pipe  in 
connection  with  oil,  gas,  or  gasoline 
pipelines,  and  restricted  against  tack¬ 
ing  with  any  other  authority.  Vendee 
is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  in  RI,  CT,  MA,  ME,  NH,  VT, 
and  NY.  Application  has  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b)  of  the  act. 

MC  F-13654.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  BLALOCK  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  734,  Charleston, 
SC  29402,  of  a  portion  of  the  operating 
rights  of  Palmer  Motor  Express,  Inc., 
P.O.  Box  103,  Savannah,  GA  31402, 
and  for  acquisition  by  Augustus  J. 
Blalock,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  734,  Charleston, 
SC  29402  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  purchase.  Attorney: 
Wilmer  B.  Hill,  805  McLachlen  Bank 
Building,  666  Eleventh  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  purchased:  General 
commodities,  with  exceptions  which 
include  commodities  in  bulk,  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  regular  routes, 
between  Savannah,  GA  and 
Walterboro,  SC,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points:  From  Savannah  over  U.S. 
Hwys  17  and  17A  to  junction  SC  Hwy 
170,  then  over  SC  Hwy  170  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  278,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  278 
to  junction  SC  Hwy  170  near  Jasper, 
SC,  then  over  SC  Hwy  170  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  21  at  or  near  Beaufort,  SC, 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  21  to  Gardens 
Corner,  SC,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  17  to 
Jacksonboro,  SC,  and  then  over  SC 
Hwy  64  to  Walterboro,  and  return  over 
the  same  routes.  Vendee  is  authorized 


to  conduct  operations  in  interstate 
commerce  in  the  State  of  SC.  Applica¬ 
tion  has  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a(b). 

MC  F-13655.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  C.  R.  ENGLAND  & 
SONS,  INC.,  975  West  2100  South, 
Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84119,  of  a  portion 
of  the  operating  rights  of  Tomahawk 
Trucking,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  “O”,  Vernal, 
UT,  84078,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  purchase.  Attorneys: 
Daniel  E.  England,  975  West  2100 
South,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT,  and  Wil¬ 
liam  S.  Richards,  Nelson,  Harding  & 
Richards,  P.O.  Box  2465,  Salt  Lake 
City,  UT,  84110.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  purchased:  Cheese  and 
cheese  products,  as  a  common  carrier 
over  irregular  routes  (1)  from  the 
plant  site  of  L.  D.  Schreiber  Cheese 
Co.,  Inc.,  at  Logan,  UT,  to  points  in 
CA;  and  (2)  from  points  in  AZ,  CA,  ID, 
MT,  NV,  OR,  and  WA,  to  the  plant 
site  of  L  D.  Schreiber  Cheese  Co.,  Inc. 
at  Logan,  UT,  restricted  in  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  main  plant  site. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  in  all  the  States  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK,  HI,  ND, 
and  SD).  Application  has  not  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a(b). 

MC  F-13656.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  W.  J.  DIGBY,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  5088  Terminal  Annex,  1960— 31st 
Street,  Denver,  CO  80217,  of  the  oper¬ 
ating  rights  of  Cycles,  Ltd.,  P.O.  Box 
649,  West  Memphis,  AR  72301,  and  for 
acquisition  by  James  F.  Digby  and 
Donald  R.  Digby,  both  of  1930— 31st 
Street,  Denver,  CO  80217,  of  control  of 
such  rights  through  the  purchase. 
Representative:  Earl  H.  Scudder,  Jr., 
P.O.  Box  82028,  500  The  Atrium,  Lin¬ 
coln,  NE  68501.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  Such  com¬ 
modities  as  are  dealt  in  by  a  manufac¬ 
turer  of  toilet  preparations,  and  clean¬ 
ing  compounds  (except  in  bulk),  be¬ 
tween  Cockeysville,  MD,  and  Holyoke, 
MA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  U.S.;  such  com¬ 
modities  as  are  manufactured  or  sold 
by  a  manufacturer  of  paint  or  paint 
products,  and  materials,  supplies  and 
equipment,  used  in  the  conduct  of 
such  business,  between  Baltimore, 
MD,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  U.S.;  such  com¬ 
modities  as  are  dealt  in  by  a  manufac¬ 
turer  of  power  tools,  and  materials, 
supplies  and  equipment  (except  in 
bulk)  used  in  the  conduct  of  such  busi¬ 
ness,  between  Hampstead  and  Easton, 
MD,  Tarboro  and  Fayetteville,  NC, 
Lancaster,  PA,  and  ports  of  entry  on 
the  International  Boundary  line  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Canada 
located  at  points  in  MI  and  NY,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
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the  UJ5.;  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  drug,  variety  and  food 
stores,  and  materials,  supplies  and 
equipment  (except  in  bulk)  used  by 
the  manufacturer  of  such  commod¬ 
ities,  between  Andover,  MA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
AL,  CA,  DE,  PL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  LA,  KS, 
KY,  MD,  MI,  MN,  MO,  NJ,  NY.  OH, 
PA,  TX,  WA,  and  WV,  and  between  St. 
Paul,  MN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AL,  CA,  CO,  CT, 
DE.  FL,  IN.  KS,  KY,  MD,  MA,  MI,  NJ, 
OH,  PA,  TX,  and  WA;  such  commod¬ 
ities  as  are  dealt  in  by  a  manufacturer 
of  drugs  and  medicines,  and  materials, 
supplies  and  equipment  (except  in 
bulk)  used  in  the  conduct  of  such  busi¬ 
ness,  between  West  Memphis,  AR, 
Friendship,  NC,  and  Hatboro  and 
Philadelphia,  PA.  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other  points  in  the  U.S.; 
such  merchandise  (except  in  bulk)  as 
is  dealt  in  by  manufacturers  of  surgi¬ 
cal  and  medical  supplies  and  materi¬ 
als,  supplies  and  equipment  (except  in 
bulk)  used  in  the  conduct  of  such  busi¬ 
ness,  between  East  Greenwood,  SC,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.;  such  commodities 
(except  in  tank  vehicles)  as  are  dealt 
in  by  a  manufacturer  of  abrasives  and 
abrasive  products  and  industrial  mate¬ 
rials  and  supplies,  and  materials,  sup¬ 
plies  and  equipment  (except  in  tank 
vehicles)  used  in  the  conduct  of  such 
business,  between  Worchester,  MA, 
Watervliet,  Granville  and  Buffalo,  NY, 
Stephenville  and  Brownsville,  TX,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States.  Vendee  is 
authorized  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  in  all  states  in  the  United 
States.  Application  has  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section  210 
a(b).  (Hearing  site:  Denver,  CO.) 

MC-F-13657.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  CENTURY-MERCURY 
MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
43050,  St.  Paul,  MN  55164,  of  a  portion 
of  the  operating  rights  of  The  Rock 
Island  Motor  Transit  Co.,  2744  South¬ 
east  Market  Street.  Des  Moines,  IA 
50314,  and  for  acquisition  by  Steve 
Bonello,  Mario  J.  Bonello,  Frank  A. 
Bonello,  and  Julius  F.  Bonello,  all  of 
Box  43050,  St.  Paul,  MN  55164,  of  con¬ 
trol  of  such  rights  through  the  pur¬ 
chase.  Representatives:  Donald  A. 
Morken,  1000  First  National  Bank 
Building,  Minneapolis,  MN  55402 
(transferee),  and  Donald  F.  Neiman, 
1119  High  Street,  Des  Moines,  IA 
50309  (transferor).  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  General  com¬ 
modities  (with  the  usual  exceptions), 
as  a  common  carrier  over  regular 
routes,  (1)  between  Chicago,  IL  and 
Silvis,  IL,  serving  no  intermediate 
points,  from  Chicago  over  U.S.  Hwy  34 
to  junction  IL  Hwy  92.  then  IL  Hwy  92 
to  junction  IL  Hwy  2,  then  IL  Hwy  2 
to  Silvis,  and  return;  and  (2)  between 


Silvis,  IL  and  Des  Moines,  IA  over  U.S. 
Hwy  6,  serving  the  intermediate  and 
off-route  points  of  East  Moline, 
Moline  and  Rock  Island,  IL,  and  Bet¬ 
tendorf,  Davenport,  Durant,  Wilton 
Junction.  Atalissa,  West  Liberty,  Iowa 
City,  Coralville,  Tiffin,  Homestead, 
Marengo,  Ladora,  Victor,  Brooklyn, 
Grinnell,  Newton,  Colfax,  Altoona, 
Walcott,  Muscatine,  Stockton, 
Moscow,  Oxford,  South  Amana, 
Malcom,  Kellogg,  and  Mitchellville, 
IA.  Transferee  is  authorized  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  regular  route  common  carrier 
carrier  between  Chicago,  IL  and  Mil¬ 
waukee,  WI,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
Dickinson,  ND,  on  the  other,  serving 
numerous  intermediate  points  in  MN 
and  ND.  Applicant  requests  that  the 
Commission  cancel  the  following  re¬ 
striction  contained  in  the  authority 
sought  to  be  transferred  herein:  Re¬ 
strictions:  There  may  be  attached 
from  time  to  time  to  the  privileges 
granted  in  this  route  such  reasonable 
terms,  conditions  and  limitations  as 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity 
may  require.  All  contractual  arrange¬ 
ments  between  the  carrier  and  C.R.I. 
&  P.R.R.  shall  be  reported  to  the 
Commission  and  shall  be  subject  to  re¬ 
vision  if  and  as  the  Commission  may 
find  it  to  be  necessary  in  order  that 
such  arrangements  may  be  fair  and 
equitable  to  the  parties.  Application 
has  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(b).  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL  or  Des  Moines,  IA.) 

MC-F- 13658.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  DOHRN  TRANSFER 
CO.,  4016  Ninth  Street,  Rock  Island, 
IL  61201  of  a  portion  of  the  operating 
rights  of  Western  Transportation  Co., 
1300  West  35th  Street,  Chicago.  IL 
60609,  and  for  acquisition  of  control  of 
such  rights  by  Wayne  E.  Dohm  and 
George  A.  Lorenzen,  4016  Ninth 
Street,  Rock  Island,  IL  61201,  through 
the  purchase.  Attorneys:  Jack 
Goodman  and  Edward  G.  Bazelon,  39 
South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  IL 
60603.  The  operating  rights  sought  to 
be  purchased:  General  commodities, 
except  those  of  unusual  value,  and 
except  dangerous  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  in  Practices  of 
MQtor  Common  Carriers  of  Household 
Goods,  17  MCC  467,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment,  over  regular  routes  be¬ 
tween  Davenport,  IA  and  Cedar 
Rapids,  IA,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  as  follows:  From  Davenport,  IA 
over  U.S.  Hwy  61  to  Maquoketa,  IA, 
and  then  over  IA  Hwy  64  to  Cedar 
Rapids,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  Dohrn  Transfer  Co.  is  author¬ 
ized  to  operate  as  a  common  motor 
carrier  in  IL,  IN,  KY,  MA,  IA,  MI,  MN, 
OH,  and  WI.  Application  has  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a(b)  of  the  act. 


MC  F-13659F.  Authority  sought  for 
control  by  REPUBLIC  INDUSTRIES. 
INC.  903  Grand  Avenue,  Kansas  City, 
MO  64142,  and  Robert  B.  Riss,  same 
address,  of  Johnson  Motor  Lines,  Inc. 
through  acquisition  of  stock.  Repre¬ 
sentatives:  Donald  E.  Cross,  Esquire. 
918— 16th  Street  NW.,  Washington. 
DC  20006,  and  Ivan  E.  Moody,  Esquire, 
903  Grand  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  MO 
64142.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
controlled:  General  commodities,  with 
exceptions,  over  regular  and  irregular 
routes  in  TX,  LA,  MS,  AL,  FL,  GA,  SC, 
NC,  VA,  TN,  WV,  MD,  PA,  NY,  NJ,  RI. 
MA,  DE,  DC,  and  CT,  and  specified 
commodities,  over  irregular  routes 
from  or  to  points  in  the  United  States, 
as  more  particularly  described  in  cer¬ 
tificate  MC  106401  and  subnumbers 
thereto.  Applicant  is  in  control  of  Riss 
International  Corp.,  a  motor  common 
carrier,  same  address  and  Riss 
Intermodal  Corp.  I  and  II,  freight  for¬ 
warders,  same  address.  Riss  Interna¬ 
tional  Corp.  holds  authority  to  trans¬ 
port  general  commodities,  with  excep¬ 
tions,  over  regular  routes,  in  CO,  NE, 
KS.  OK,  IA,  IL,  TX,  MO,  IN,  OH.  WV, 
PA,  NY,  MS,  CT,  RI,  NJ.  MD,  VA,  DC. 
and  MI  and  of  specified  commodities, 
over  irregular  routes,  from  or  to  points 
in  the  United  States,  as  more  particu¬ 
larly  described  in  certificate  MC  200 
and  subnumbers  thereto.  Freight 
forwarded  operations  of  general  com¬ 
modities  are  authorized  from  points  in 
ME,  NH,  VT,  MS,  RI.  CT,  NY,  NJ,  PA, 
DE,  MD,  VA,  WV,  DC,  to  CA  and  from 
NY  to  LA,  TX,  AL,  FL.  GA.  AK,  CT. 
IL.  IA,  KY,  MO,  MS,  MI,  MN,  MO.  NJ, 
NY.  OH,  PA,  SC,  VT,  VA.  DC.  and  WI 
as  more  particularly  described  in  per¬ 
mits  FF  19  and  FF  31.  Duplicating  op¬ 
erating  rights  are  involved.  A  section 
210(a)b  application  seeking  temporary 
authority  is  not  being  filed.  A  directly 
related  section  214  application  autho¬ 
rizing  the  issuance  of  securities  is 
being  filed. 

MC  F-13660F.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  HUDSON  VALLEY 
CEMENT  LINES,  INC.,  Route  23B, 
Box  203,  Claverack,  NY,  12513  of  the 
operating  rights  of  Jackert  Trucking, 
Inc.,  68  Violet  Avenue,  Poughkeepsie, 
NY,  12601,  and  for  acquisition  by 
Reese  Bowling,  28  Howard  Boulvard, 
Hyde  Park.  NY  12538,  Robert  C. 
Kellam,  East  Chatham,  NY,  12060, 
and  Jarue  Hayes,  RD  1,  Ancram,  NY 
12512  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  transction.  Representa¬ 
tives:  Martin  Werner,  attorney  for 
transferee,  888  7th  Avenue,  New  York, 
NY,  10019  and  Neil  D.  Breslin,  attor¬ 
ney  for  transferor,  600  Broadway, 
Albany.  NY,  12207.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  purchased:  Stone  and  ag¬ 
gregates,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  as 
a  common  carrier  over  irregular 
routes  from  Mount  Marion  and  Ulster, 
NY,  to  points  in  CT,  MA,  NH,  RI,  VT. 
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that  part  of  NJ  on  and  north  of 
Ocean,  Monmouth  and  Mercer  Coun¬ 
ties,  and  that  part  of  PA  east  of  the 
Susquehanna  River,  with  no  transpor¬ 
tation  for  compensation  on  return 
except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  in  CT,  MA,  NH,  NJ, 
NY,  PA,  RI,  and  VT.  Application  has 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(b). 

MC  F-13663.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  MURPHY  MOTOR 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  2323  Termi¬ 
nal  Road,  St.  Paul,  MN  55113  of  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  operating  rights  of  The 
Rock  Island  Motor  Transit  Co.,  2744 
South  East  Market  Street,  Des 
Moines,  IA  50317,  and  for  acquisition 
by  Murphy  Motor  Freight  Lines,  Inc., 
of  control  of  such  rights  through  the 
transaction.  Transferee’s  attorney: 
Jerry  E.  Hess,  2323  Terminal  Road,  St. 
Paul,  MN  55113:  Transferor’s  attor¬ 
neys:  Raymond  Goldfarb,  72  West 
Adams  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60603  and 
Donald  F.  Neiman,  1119  High  Street, 
Des  Moines,  IA  50309.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transfered:  Gener¬ 
al  Commodities,  except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  livestock,  nitroglycerine, 
commodities  in  bulk,  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment,  and  those 
injurious  or  contaminating  to  other 
lading,  as  a  common  carrier  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes.  (1)  Between  Omaha,  NE, 
and  Beatrice,  NE,  serving  all  interme¬ 
diate  points:  From  Omaha,  over  U.S. 
Hwy  6  to  Lincoln,  NE,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  77  to  Beatrice,  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  (2)  Between  Horton, 
KS,  and  Fairbury,  NE,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points  in  the  off-route 
point  of  Steinauer,  NE:  From  Horton 
over  unnumbered  Hwys  via  Mercier 
and  Powhattan,  KS,  to  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  36,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  36  to 
junction  unnumbered  Hwy,  about  2 
miles  west  of  Fairview,  KS,  then  over 
unnumbered  Hwy  to  Sabetha,  KS, 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  75  to  junction  un¬ 
numbered  Hwy,  then  over  unnum¬ 
bered  Hwy,  via  Berwick,  KS,  to  Bern, 
KS,  then  over  unnumbered  Hwy  to 
junction  KS  Hwy  63,  then  over  KS 
Hwy  63  to  KS-NE  State  line,  then 
over  NE  Hwy  50  to  junction  NE  Hwy 
65,  then  over  NE  Hwy  65  to  junction 
NE  Hwy  4,  then  over  NE  Hwy  4  to 
junction  NE  Hwy  3,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  136  to  Fairbury,  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  (3)  Between  St. 
Joseph,  MO,  and  Topeka,  KS,  serving 
the  intermediate  points  of  Hoyt, 
Mayetta,  Holton,  Whiting,  Horton, 
Denton,  Bendena,  Troy,  Blair, 
Wathena,  and  Elwood,  KS,  with  rights 
of  joinder  at  junction  U.S.  Hwy  75  and 
KS  Hwy  9:  From  St.  Joseph  over  U.S. 
Hwy  36  to  Troy,  KS,  then  over  KS 
Hwy  7  to  junction  KS  Hwy  20,  then 
over  KS  Hwy  20  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
73,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  73  to  Horton, 


KS,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  159  to  junc¬ 
tion  KS  Hwy  9,  then  over  KS  Hwy  9  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  75,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  75  to  Topeka,  KS,  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  (4)  Between 
Kansas  City,  MO,  and  Topeka,  KS, 
serving  no  intermediate  points:  From 
Kansas  City  over  U.S.  Hwy  24  to 
Topeka,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  (5)  Between  the  junction  of  KS 
Hwy  9  and  U.S.  Hwy  75  at  or  near 
Netawaka,  KS  and  Fairview,  KS:  Over 
U.S.  Hwy  75  as  an  alternate  route  for 
operating  convenience  only  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  carriers  regular  route  oper¬ 
ations,  serving  no  intermediate  points. 
(6)  Between  Fairview,  KS  and 
Sabetha,  KS:  Over  U.S.  Hwy  75  as  an 
alternate  route  for  operating  conven¬ 
ience  only,  in  connection  with  carriers 
regular  route  operations,  serving  no 
intermediate  points.  (7)  Between 
Sabetha,  KS  and  Omaha,  NE:  Over 
U.S.  Hwy  75  as  an  alternate  route  for 
operating  convenience  only,  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  carriers  regular  route  oper¬ 
ations,  serving  no  intermediate  points. 
(8)  Between  Kansas  City,  MO  and 
Atchison,  KS,  serving  the  intermedi¬ 
ate  points  of  Lansing,  Wadsworth, 
Leavenworth,  and  Ft.  Leavenworth, 
KS:  From  Kansas  City  over  U.S.  Hwy 
40  to  Victory  Junction,  KS,  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  73  to  Atchison,  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  (9)  Between 
Omaha,  NE,  and  Ft.  Crook,  NE,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points:  From 
Omaha  over  U.S.  Hwy  73  to  Ft.  Crook, 
and  return  over  the  same  route.  (10) 
Serving  University  Place  and  College 
View  Siding,  NE,  as  intermediate 
points,  and  Albright,  Rumsey,  Rich¬ 
field,  Louisville,  South  Bend, 
Murdock,  Alvo,  Prairie  Home,  Have¬ 
lock,  Rockeby,  Martell,  Hallam, 
Clatonia,  De  Witt,  and  Plymouth,  NE, 
as  off -route  points  in  connection  with 
carriers  presently  authorized  route  op¬ 
erations  between  Omaha,  NE,  and 
Fairbury,  NE.  Transferee  is  authorized 
to  operate  as  a  regular  route  common 
carrier  in  the  States  of  IL,  IN,  IA,  KY, 
MI,  MN,  NE.  NY,  ND,  OH,  SD,  and 
WI.  Applicant’s  request  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  cancel  the  following  restric¬ 
tion  contained  in  the  authority  sought 
to  be  transfered  herein:  Restriction— 
The  operations  authorized  are  subject 
to  such  further  limitations,  restric¬ 
tions,  or  modifications  as  the  commis¬ 
sion  may  find  necessary  to  impose  in 
order  to  ensure  that  the  service  shall 
be  auxiliary  or  supplemental  to  the 
train  service  of  the  Chicago,  Rock 
Island  and  Pacific  RR.  Co.,  herein¬ 
after  referred  to  as  the  C.R.I.  &  P. 
RR.,  and  shall  not  unduly  restrain 
competition.  Application  has  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a(b). 

MC-F-13664F.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  GREAT  COASTAL  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  5600  Midlothian  Pike, 


Route  60,  Richmond,  VA  23225  of  a 
portion  of  the  operating  rights  of 
Strickland  Transportation  Co.,  Inc., 
11353  Reed  Hartman  Hwy,  Cincinnati, 
OH  45241,  and  for  acquisition  by  C.  E. 
Estes,  5600  Midlothian  Pike,  Route  60, 
Richmond,  VA  23225  of  control  of 
such  rights  through  the  purchase. 
Transferee’s  attorneys:  Francis  W. 
Mclnemy  and  Richard  A.  Mehley, 
1000  16th  Street  NW„  Washington, 
DC  20036.  Transferee’s  attorneys: 
Edward  G.  Bazelon,  39  South  LaSalle 
Street,  Chicago,  IL  60603,  and  Milton 

H.  Bortz,  vice  president-general  coun¬ 
sel,  Strickland  Transportation  Co., 
Inc.,  11353  Reed  Hartman  Hwy,  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  OH  45241.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  purchased:  A.  General 
commodities,  with  usual  exceptions,  as 
a  common  carrier  over  regular  routes: 
(1)  Between  Boston,  MA,  and  Newark, 
NJ,  serving  all  intermediate  points  and 
all  off-route  points  in  MA  within  15 
miles  of  Boston,  MA,  those  within  15 
miles  of  Springfield,  MA,  and  points  in 
NY  and  NJ  within  25  miles  of  New 
York,  NY:  (a)  From  Boston  over  MA 
Hwy  9  to  West  Brookfield,  MA,  then 
over  MA  Hwy  67  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
20,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  20  to  Spring- 
field,  MA,  then  over  Alternate  U.S. 
Hwy  5  to  Hartford,  CT,  then  over  CT 
Hwy  9  to  Middeltown,  CT,  then  over 
CT  Hwy  17  to  New  Haven,  CT,  and 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  1  to  junction  un¬ 
numbered  Hwy  (formerly  portion  of 
U.S.  Hwy  1),  then  over  unnumbered 
Hwy  via  Bridgeport,  CT,  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  1,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  1  to 
Newark,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (b)  From  Boston,  over  U.S.  Hwy 
20  to  Springfield,  MA,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  5  to  New  Haven,  CT,  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  1  to  junction  unnumbered 
Hwy  (formerly  portion  U.S.  Hwy  1), 
then  over  unnumbered  Hwy  via 
Bridgeport,  CT,  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 

I,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  1  to  Newark, 
and  return  over  the  same  route.  (2) 
Between  New  Britain,  CT,  and  New 
York,  NY,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  and  the  off-route  points  of 
Hartford,  Middletown,  and  Ansonia, 
CT,  and  those  in  the  New  York,  NY 
Commercial  Zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission:  From  New  Britain  over 
CT  Hwy  175  to  junction  CT  Hwy  72, 
then  over  CT  Hwy  72  to  junction  un¬ 
numbered  Hwy  (formerly  portion  CT 
Hwy  72),  then  over  unnumbered  Hwy 
via  Kensington,  CT,  to  Berlin.  CT, 
then  over  Alternate  U.S.  Hwy  5  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  5,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  5  to  junction  Alternate  U.S.  Hwy 
5,  then  over  Alternate  U.S.  Hwy  5  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  5,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  5  to  junction  Alternate  U.S.  Hwy 
5,  then  over  Alternate  U.S.  Hwy  5  to 
New  Haven,  CT,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  1 
to  junction  unnumbered  Hwy  (former¬ 
ly  portion  U.S.  Hwy  1),  then  over  un¬ 
numbered  Hwy  via  Bridgeport,  CT,  to 
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junction  U.S.  Hwy  1,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  1  to  New  York,  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  (3)  Between  Winsted, 
CT,  and  New  York,  NY,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points,  and  the  off-route 
points  of  Hartford,  Middletown,  and 
Ansonia,  CT,  and  those  in  the  New 
York,  NY  Commercial  Zone  as  defined 
by  the  Commission:  (a)  Prom  Winsted 
over  U.S.  Hwy  44  to  Cherry  Brook, 
CT,  then  over  unnumbered  Hwy  via 
Collinsville,  CT,  to  Unionville,  CT, 
then  over  CT  Hwy  177  to  junction  CT 
Hwy  72,  then  over  CT  Hwy  72  via 
Plainville,  CT,  to  junction  unnum¬ 
bered  Hwy  (formerly  portion  CT  Hwy 
72),  then  over  unnumbered  Hwy  via 
Kensington,  CT,  to  Berlin,  CT,  then  to 
New  York  as  specified  above,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (b)  Prom 
Winsted  over  CT  Hwy  8  to 
Thomaston,  CT,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  6 
to  junction  CT  Hwy  72,  then  over  CT 
Hwy  72  to  Plainville,  CT,  then  over  CT 
Hwy  10  to  New  Haven,  CT,  then  to 
New  York  as  specified  above  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (c)  From 
Winsted  over  CT  Hwy  8  to  junction 
CT  Hwy  110,  near  Shelton,  CT,  then 
over  CT  Hwy  110  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
1,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  1  to  Bridgeport, 
CT,  then  to  New  York  as  specified 
above,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

(4)  Between  Plymouth,  MA,  and  Provi¬ 
dence,  RI,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  the  off-route  points  of  Cran¬ 
ston,  Phillipsdale,  Saylesville,  Bristol, 
Manton,  Thornton,  and  North  Provi¬ 
dence,  RI,  and  Rehoboth,  Seekonk, 
Carver,  and  Dighton,  MA,  and  points 
within  10  miles  of  Plymouth:  Prom 
Plymouth  over  U.S.  Hwy  44  to  Provi¬ 
dence,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

(5)  Between  Providence,  RI,  and 
Taunton,  MA,  serving  all  intermediate 
points:  Prom  Providence  over  U.S. 
Hwy  1  to  junction  MA  Hwy  123,  then 
over  MA  Hwy  123,  to  Norton,  MA, 
then  over  MA  Hwy  140  to  Taunton, 
and  return  over  the  same  route.  (6) 
Between  Plymouth,  MA,  and  New  Bed¬ 
ford,  MA,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  and  the  off-route  points  of 
Dartmouth  and  Swansea,  MA:  Prom 
Plymouth  over  U.S.  Hwy  44  to  junc¬ 
tion  unnumbered  Hwy  at  or  near  East 
Carver,  MA,  then  over  unnumbered 
Hwy  to  junction  MA  Hwy  58,  then 
over  MA  Hwy  58  via  Carver,  MA,  to 
junction  MA  Hwy  28,  then  over  MA 
Hwy  28  to  junction  unnumbered  Hwy 
near  Wareham,  MA,  then  over  unnum¬ 
bered  Hwy  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  6  at 
or  near  Wareham,  MA,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  6  to  New  Bedford,  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  (7)  Between 
Plymouth,  MA,  and  Boston,  MA,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points,  and  the 
off-route  points  of  Hingham, 
Duxbury,  and  Cambridge,  MA,  and 
points  within  10  miles  of  Plymouth  as 
follows:  (a)  Prom  Plymouth  over  MA 
Hwy  3A  via  Kingston,  MA,  to  junction 


MA  Hwy  53  then  over  MA  Hwy  53  to 
junction  unnumbered  Hwy  then  over 
unnumbered  Hwy  to  junction  MA  Hwy 
3,  then  over  MA  Hwy  3  to  Boston,  and 
return  over  same  route;  (b)  Prom 
Plymouth  over  route  as  specified  im¬ 
mediately  above  to  junction  unnum¬ 
bered  Hwy  and  MA  Hwy  3A  just  north 
of  Kingston,  MA,  then  over  MA  Hwy 
3A  to  junction  MA  Hwy  228,  then  over 
MA  Hwy  228  to  junction  MA  Hwy  3, 
then  over  MA  Hwy  3  to  South  Brain¬ 
tree,  MA,  then  over  MA  Hwy  37  to 
^Boston,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  (8)  Between  Plymouth,  MA,  and 
Weymouth,  MA,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points:  Prom  Plymouth  to  Kings¬ 
ton,  MA,  as  specified  above,  then  over 
MA  Hwy  106  to  Elmwood,  MA,  then 
over  MA  Hwy  18  to  Weymouth,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  B.  General 
commodities,  with  usual  exceptions, 
over  alternate  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only:  (1)  Between  Braintree, 
MA,  and  junction  Interstate  Hwy  95 
and  MA  Hwy  123,  near  Attleboro,  MA, 
serving  no  intermediate  points,  and 
serving  junction  Interstate  Hwy  95 
and  MA  Hwy  123,  for  purposes  of 
joinder  only:  From  Braintree  over  MA 
Hwy  128  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy 
95,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  95  to 
junction  MA  Hwy  123,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  (2)  Between  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  95  and  MA  Hwy  123, 
near  Attleboro,  MA,  and  Providence, 
RI,  serving  no  intermediate  points, 
and  serving  junction  Interstate  Hwy 
95  and  MA  Hwy  123,  for  purposes  of 
joinder  only:  Prom  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  95  and  MA  Hwy  123,  near  Attle¬ 
boro,  MA,  over  Interstate  Hwy  95  to 
Providence,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  Restriction:  The  operations  au¬ 
thorized  in  (1)  and  (2)  are  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  traffic 
between  Braintree  and  Boston,  MA, 
and  points  in  the  Boston,  MA  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  RI  and  those  points  in 
MA  in  the  Providence,  RI  Commercial 
Zone,  as  defined  by  the  Commission. 
(3)  Between  New  Haven,  CT,  and 
Providence,  RI,  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  authorized  regular  route  op¬ 
erations  serving  no  intermediate 
points:  Prom  New  Haven  over  Inter¬ 
state  Hwy  95  to  Providence,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  (4)  Be¬ 
tween  Hartford,  CT,  and  junction  U.S. 
Hwys  6  and  9,  in  connection  with  carri¬ 
er’s  regular  route  operations,  author¬ 
ized  herein  serving  no  intermediate 
points  and  serving  Hartford  and 
Thomaston,  CT,  and  the  junction  of 
U.S.  Hwys  6  and  9  as  points  of  joinder 
only:  From  Hartford  over  U.S.  Hwy  6 
to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  9,  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  (5)  Between 
Meriden.  CT,  and  junction  Alternate 
U.S.  Hwy  6  and  U.S.  Hwy  6,  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  carrier’s  regular  route  oper¬ 


ations,  authorized  herein  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  and  serving 
Meriden  and  Waterbury,  CT,  and  the 
junction  of  Alternate  U.S.  Hwy  6  and 
U.S.  Hwy  6  as  points  of  joinder  only: 
From  Meriden  over  Alternate  U.S. 
Hwy  6  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  6,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  (6)  Be¬ 
tween  New  Haven,  CT,  and  junction 
CT  Hwy  34  and  U.S.  Hwy  6,  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  carrier’s  regular  route  oper¬ 
ations,  authorized  herein,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  and  serving  New 
Haven  and  the  junction  of  CT  Hwy  34 
and  U.S.  Hwy  6  as  points  of  joinder 
only:  From  New  Haven  over  CT  Hwy 
34  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  6,  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  C.  General  com¬ 
modities,  with  usual  exceptions  as  a 
common  carrier  over  irregular  routes: 
(1)  Between  points  in  MA.  (2)  Between 
points  in  the  New  York,  NY  Commer¬ 
cial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Danbury,  Waterbury,  New 
London,  Norwick,  Naugatuck,  Sey¬ 
mour  and  Beacon  Falls,  CT,  and 
Newark,  Perth  Amboy,  Paterson,  and 
Passaic,  NJ.  (3)  Between  points  on 
U.S.  Hwy  1  between  New  York,  NY, 
and  the  CT-NY  State  line  (except 
points  in  the  New  York,  NY  Commer¬ 
cial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion),  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Danbury,  Waterbury,  New 
London,  Norwich,  Naugatuck,  Sey¬ 
mour,  and  Beacon  Falls,  CT,  and 
Newark,  Perth  Amboy,  Paterson,  and 
Passaic,  NJ.  (4)  Between  Hartford, 
Middletown,  Shelton,  Ansonia,  and 
Cheshire,  CT,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other,  Newark,  Perth  Amboy, 
Paterson,  and  Passaic,  NJ.  Transferee 
is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  in  CT,  NY,  NJ,  PA,  MD,  DC, 
DE,  and  VA.  Application  has  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a(b). 

Operating  Rights  Application!  s)  Di¬ 
rectly  Related  to  Finance  Proceed¬ 
ings 

The  following  operating  rights 
application(s)  are  filed  in  connection 
with  pending  finance  applications 
under  section  5(2)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  or  seek  tacking  and/or 
gateway  elimination  in  connection 
with  transfer  applications  under  sec¬ 
tion  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  pro¬ 
tests  to  the  granting  of  the  authorities 
must  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
within  30  days  of  this  notice.  All 
pleadings  and  documents  must  clearly 
specify  the  “F”  suffix  where  the 
docket  is  so  identified  in  this  notice. 
Protests  shall  comply  with  special  rule 
247(e)  of  the  Commission’s  General 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.247) 
and  include  a  concise  statement  of 
Protestant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding 
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and  copies  of  its  conflicting  authori¬ 
ties.  Verified  statements  in  opposition 
should  not  be  tendered  at  this  time.  A 
copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative,  or  applicant  if  no  represent¬ 
ative  is  named. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  resulting 
from  approval  of  its  application. 

MC  30446  (Sub-lOF),  filed  June  28. 
1978.  Applicant;  BRUCE  JOHNSON 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  3408  North 
Graham  Street,  P.O.  Box  5647,  Char¬ 
lotte,  NC  28225.  Representative: 
Charles  Ephraim,  Suite  600  1250  Con¬ 
necticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  A. 
General  commodities  (except  those  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment, 
unmanufactured  tobacco  and  accesso¬ 
ries,  commodities  in  bulk,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  commod¬ 
ities  of  unusual  value,  livestock,  and 
cement),  between  points  in  NC,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  North 
Augusta,  SC,  and  points  in  SC.  (Elimi¬ 
nate  gateway  of  Mecklenburg  County, 
NC.)  B.  General  commodities  (except 
those  requiring  special  equipment, 
unmanufactured  tobacco  and  accesso¬ 
ries,  commodities  in  bulk,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  commod¬ 
ities  of  unusual  value,  livestock,  and 
coal),  from  points  in  NC  to  points  in 
that  part  of  GA  bounded  by  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  GA-FL  State  line  and 
extending  in  a  northerly  direction 
along  UJS.  Hwy  17  to  Darien,  GA,  then 
along  the  northern  banks  of  Altamaha 
River  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  then  in  a 
southerly  direction  along  the  coast 
line  of  GA  to  the  FL  State  line,  then 
in  a  westerly  direction  along  the  GA- 
FL  State  line  to  intersection  with  U.S. 
Hwy  17  and  point  of  beginning,  includ¬ 
ing  points  on  said  Hwy.  (Eliminate 
gateway  of  Mecklenburg  County,  NC.) 
C.  General  commodities  (except  those 
requiring  special  equipment, 
unmanufactured  tobacco  and  accesso¬ 
ries,  commodities  in  bulk,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
ammunition  and  explosives,  commod¬ 
ities  of  unusual  value,  livestock,  and 
coal),  from  Savannah,  GA  to  points  in 
NC.  (Eliminate  gateway  of  Charlotte. 
NC.)  D.  General  commodities  (except 
those  of  unusual  value,  ammunition 
and  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  commodities  requiring 
special  equipment),  from  points  in  NC 
to  points  in  Bulloch,  Burke,  Chatham, 
Columbia,  Effingham,  Jenkins,  Rich¬ 
mond,  and  Screven  Counties,  GA. 
(Eliminate  gateways  of  Charlotte,  NC 
and  Charleston,  SC  on  movements 


which  have  been  within  300  mile  ex¬ 
emption  from  and  via  Charlotte.) 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC,  or 
Charlotte,  NC.) 

Note.— This  gateway  elimination  applica¬ 
tion  is  directly  related  to  a  section  5(2)  fi¬ 
nance  application  docketed  MC-F-13648, 
published  in  a  previous  section  of  this  FR 
issue. 

MC  110689  (Sub-9F),  filed  April  26, 
1978.  Applicant:  AIRWAY  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  A  Corporation,  1605  Chapin 
Road,  Montebello,  CA  90022.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Fred  H.  Mackensen,  9454 
Wilshire  Blvd.,  Suite  400,  Beverly 
Hills,  CA  90212.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  in  the 
transportation  of  A.  General  commod¬ 
ities  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  those  requiring 
special  equipment,  and  motor  vehicles) 
between  all  points  within  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  areas:  1.  Beginning  at 
the  point  the  Ventura  County-Los  An¬ 
geles  County  boundary  line  intersects 
the  Pacific  Ocean;  then  northeasterly 
along  said  county  line  to  the  point  it 
intersects  CA  Hwy  118,  approximately 
two  miles  west  of  Chatsworth;  easterly 
along  CA  Hwy  118  to  Sepulveda  Boule¬ 
vard,  northerly  along  Sepulveda  Bou¬ 
levard  to  Chatsworth  Drive;  ribrtheast- 
erly  along  Chatsworth  Drive  to  the 
corporate  boundary  of  the  city  of  San 
Fernando;  westerly  and  northerly 
along  said  corporate  boundary  of  the 
city  of  San  Fernando  to  Maclay 
Avenue;  northeasterly  along  Maclay 
Avenue  and  its  prolongation  to  the 
Angeles  National  Forest  boundary; 
southeasterly  and  easterly  along  the 
Angeles  National  Forest  and  San 
Bernardino  National  Forest  boundary 
to  Mill  Creek  Road  (CA  Hwy  38);  west¬ 
erly  along  Mill  Creek  Road  to  Bryant 
Street;  southerly  along  Bryant  Street 
to  and  including  the  unincorporated 
community  of  Yucaipa;  westerly  along 
Yucaipa  Boulevard  to  Interstate  Hwy 
10;  northwesterly  along  Interstate 
Hwy  10  to  Redlands  Boulevard;  north¬ 
westerly  along  Redlands  Boulevard  to 
Barton  Road;  westerly  along  Barton 
Road  to  La  Cadena  Drive;  southerly 
along  La  Cadena  Drive  to  Iowa 
Avenue;  southerly  along  Iowa  Avenue 
to  CA  Hwy  60;  southeasterly  along  CA 
Hwy  60  and  U.S.  Hwy  395  to  Nuevo 
Road;  easterly  along  Nuevo  Road  via 
Nueva  and  Lake  view  to  CA  Hwy  79; 
southerly  along  CA  Hwy  79  to  CA  Hwy 
74;  then  westerly  to  the  corporate 
boundary  of  the  city  of  Hemet;  south¬ 
erly,  westerly  and  northerly  along  said 
corporate  boundary  to  the  Atchison, 
Topeka  &  Santa  Fe  right-of-way; 
southerly  along  said  right-of-way  to 
Washington  Road;  southerly  along 
Washington  Road  through  and  includ¬ 
ing  the  unincorporated  community  of 


Winchester  to  Benton  Road;  westerly 
along  Benton  Road  to  Winchester 
Road  (CA  Hwy  79)  to  Jefferson 
Avenue;  southerly  along  Jefferson 
Avenue  to  U.S.  Hwy  395;  southerly 
along  U.S.  Hwy  395  to  the  Riverside 
County-San  Diego  County  boundary 
line;  westerly  along  said  boundary  line 
to  the  Orange  County-San  Diego 
County  boundary  line;  southerly  along 
said  boundary  line  to  the  Pacific 
Ocean;  northwesterly  along  the 
shoreline  of  the  Pacific  Ocean  to  point 
of  beginning,  including  the  point  of 
March  Air  Force  Base.  2.  Beginning  at 
the  point  the  San  Francisco-San 
Mateo  County  line  meets  the  Pacific 
Ocean;  then  easterly  along  said  county 
line  to  a  point  one  mile  west  of  CA 
Hwy  82;  southerly  along  an  imaginary 
line  one  mile  west  of  and  paralleling 
CA  Hwy  82  to  its  intersection  with 
Southern  Pacific  Co.  right-of-way  at 
Arastradero  Road;  southeasterly  along 
the  southern  Pacific  Co.  right-of-way 
to  Pollard  Road,  including  industries 
served  by  the  Southern  Pacific  Co. 
spur  line  extending  approximately  two 
miles  southwest  from  Simla  to 
Permamente;  easterly  along  Pollard 
Road  to  West  Parr  Avenue;  easterly 
along  West  Parr  Avenue  to  Capri 
Drive;  southerly  along  Capri  Drive  to 
Division  Street;  easterly  along  Division 
Street  to  the  Southern  Pacific  Co. 
right-of-way;  southerly  along  the 
Southern  Pacific  right-of-way  to  the 
Campbell-Los  Gatos  city  limits;  easter¬ 
ly  along  said  limits  and  the  prolonga¬ 
tion  thereof  to  South  Bascom  Avenue 
(formerly  San  Jose-Los  Gatos  Road); 
northeasterly  along  South  Bascom 
Avenue  to  Foxworthy  Aveune;  easterly 
along  Foxworthy  Avenue  to  Almaden 
Road;  southerly  along  Almaden  Road 
to  Hillsdale  Avenue;  easterly  along 
Hillsdale  Avenue  to  CA  Hwy  82;  north¬ 
westerly  along  CA  Hwy  82  to  Tully 
Road;  northeasterly  along  Tully  Road 
and  the  prolongation  thereof  to  White 
Road;  northwesterly  along  White 
Road  to  McKee  Road;  southwesterly 
along  McKee  Road  to  Capitol  Avenue; 
northwesterly  along  Capitol  Avenue  to 
CA  Hwy  238  (Oakland  Road);  norther¬ 
ly  along  CA  Hwy  238  to  Warm 
Springs;  northerly  along  CA  Hwy  238 
(Mission  Boulevard)  via  Mission  San 
Jose  and  Niles  to  Hayward;  northerly 
along  Foothill  Boulevard  and  MacAr- 
thur  Boulevard  to  Seminary  Avenue; 
easterly  along  Seminary  Avenue  to 
Mountain  Boulevard;  northerly  along 
Mountain  Boulevard  to  Warren  Boule¬ 
vard  (CA  Hwy  13);  northerly  along 
Warren  Boulevard  to  Broadway  Ter¬ 
race;  westerly  along  Broadway  Terrace 
to  College  Avenue;  northerly  along 
College  Avenue  to  Dwight  Way;  eas¬ 
terly  along  Dwight  Way  to  the  Berke- 
ley-Oakland  boundary  line;  northerly 
along  said  boundary  line  to  the 
Campus  Boundary  of  the  University  of 
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California;  westerly,  northerly  and 
easterly  along  the  campus  boundary  to 
Euclid  Avenue;  northerly  along  Euclid 
Avenue  to  Marin  Avenue;  westerly 
along  Marin  Avenue  to  Arlington 
Avenue;  northerly  along  Arlington 
Avenue  to  San  Pablo  Avenue  (CA  Hwy 
123);  northerly  along  San  Pablo 
Avenue  to  and  including  the  city  of 
Richmond  to  Point  Richmond;  south¬ 
erly  along  an  imaginary  line  from 
Point  Richmond  to  the  San  Francisco 
waterfront  at  the  foot  of  Market 
Street;  westerly  along  said  waterfront 
and  shoreline  to  the  Pacific  Ocean; 
southerly  along  the  shoreline  of  the 
Pacific  Ocean  to  point  of  beginning.  3. 
Beginning  at  an  imaginary  line  at  a 
point  approximately  four  miles  north 
of  La  Jolla  on  the  Pacific  Coast 
shoreline  running  east  to  Miramar  on 
U.S.  Hwy  395,  then  following  an  imagi¬ 
nary  line  running  southeasterly  to 
Lakeside  on  CA  Hwy  67;  then  souther¬ 
ly  on  County  Road  S  17  (San  Diego 
County)  B.  Such  commodities  as  are 
necessary  or  incidental  to  the  estab¬ 
lishment,  maintenance  or  dismantling 
of  oil,  gas  or  water  wells,  pipelines,  re¬ 
fineries,  and  cracking  or  casinghead 
plants;  equipment  and  materials  used 
in  or  for  construction  of  farming,  or 
maintenance  thereof,  between  points 
on  and  within  50  miles  laterally  of  the 
following  described  highways:  1.  U.S. 
Hwy  101,  U.S.  Hwy  101  by-pass  or  CA 
Hwy  1  between  OR-CA  state  line  and 
Los  Angeles;  Interstate  Hwy  5  and/or 
CA  Hwy  99,  Interstate  Hwy  10  and  CA 
Hwy  111,  between  OR-CA  State  line 
and  the  CA  ports  of  entry  on  the  In¬ 
ternational  boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  the  Republic  of 
Mexico.  2.  CA  Hwy  299  between 
Redding  and  Alturas,  CA;  3.  U.S.  Hwy 
395  between  the  OR-CA  State  line  and 
the  CA-NV  State  line,  via  Alturas  and 
Johnstonville;  4.  CA  Hwy  36  between 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  5  near  Red 
Bluff,  CA,  and  junction  U.S.  Hwy  395 
at  Johnstonville;  5.  CA  Hwy  20  be¬ 
tween  Marysville,  CA,  and  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Hwy  80;  6.  Interstate  Hwy  80 
between  San  Francisco  and  CA-NV 
State  line;  7.  U.S.  Hwy  50  between  Sac¬ 
ramento,  CA,  and  CA-NV  State  line;  8. 
U.S.  Hwy  395  between  CA-NV  State 
line  at  Topaz  Lake  and  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Hwy  15  near  Hesperia.  9.  Inter¬ 
state  Hwy  15  between  junction  with 
U.S.  Hwy  395  and  San  Diego;  10.  CA 
Hwy  11  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  210 
to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  10  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Hwy  15  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Hwy  40  between  Los  Angeles 
and  Needles,  CA;  11.  Interstate  Hwy  10 
between  Los  Angeles,  CA  and  CA-AZ 
State  line.  (Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles, 
CA.) 

Note.— The  purpose  of  this  application  is 
to  convert  a  Certificate  of  Registration  to  a 
Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and  Ne¬ 
cessity.  This  application  is  directly  related 


to  three  section  5(2)  finance  proceedings, 
docketed  MC-F-13589;  MC-F-13590,  and 
MC-F-13591;  each  published  in  a  previous 
section  of  this  Federal  Register  issue. 

MC  144927  (Sub-4F),  filed  June  15, 
1978.  Applicant:  REMINGTON 

FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  Box  315,  U.S. 
24  West,  Remington,  IN  47977.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Warren  C.  Moberly,  777 
Chamber  of  Commerce  Building, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46204.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Industrial 
chemicals  (except  in  bulk),  from  the 
facilities  of  Philipp  Brothers  Chemi¬ 
cals,  Inc.,  in  Sewaren,  NJ,  and  Middle- 
town,  CT,  to  points  in  MN,  LA,  MO, 
WI,  IL,  MI,  IN,  OH,  KY,  and  points  in 
that  part  of  PA  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  PA-NY  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  PA  Hwy  14  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  220,  then  along  U.S.  Hwy 
220  to  the  PA-MD  State  line,  (2) 
Cleaning  compounds  and  steel  plastic 
scourers  (except  in  bulk),  from  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  the  Purex  Corp.,  Ltd.,  in 
London,  OH,  to  Salem,  VA,  and  St. 
Louis,  MO,  and  to  points  in  IL,  MD, 
NJ,  NY,  CT,  PA  and  MA,  (3)  Unfin¬ 
ished  iron  and  steel  castings, 
stampings,  and  metal  forms,  from  the 
facilities  of  Remington  Forge,  Inc.,  at 
Remington,  IN,  to  points  in  IL,  IA,  MI, 
OH,  and  WI.  Restriction:  The  oper¬ 
ations  authorized  under  the  commod¬ 
ity  description  next  above  are  subject 
to  the  following  operations:  Said  oper¬ 
ations  are  restricted  against  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  any  traffic  originating  in 
or  destined  to  points  in  Canada,  (4) 
Dessert  and  beverage  preparations  in 
containers,  from  the  facilities  of  Jel 
Sert  Co.  in  West  Chicago,  IL,  to  points 
in  CT.  DE,  IN,  ME,  MD.  MA,  MN,  NH, 
NJ,  NY,  OH,  PA,  WV,  and  DC,  (5) 
Soya  flour  and  soya  flour  products, 
from  the  facilities  of  Griffith  Food 
Products,  a  subsidiary  of  Griffith  Lab¬ 
oratories,  in  Remington,  IN,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AK  and 
HI),  (6)  Dessert  and  beverage  prepara¬ 
tions,  in  containers,  from  the  facilities 
of  Jel  Sert  Co.  in  West  Chicago,  IL,  to 
points  in  AL,  AR,  FL,  GA,  KY,  LA, 
MS,  MO,  NC,  RI,  SC,  TN,  TX,  VA,  and 
WI,  (7)  Beverage  preparations,  except 
in  bulk,  from  the  facilities  of  Ko-Pac, 
Inc.,  in  Momence,  IL,  to  points  in  MA, 
CT,  NJ,  GA,  PA,  MI,  MN,  OH,  WI.  IN, 
NE,  NV,  NY,  CA,  OR,  WA,  TN,  MO, 
KS,  IA.  ME,  and  MD,  (8)  Foodstuffs, 
except  in  bulk,  over  irregular  routes, 
from  the  facilities  of  George  A. 
Hormel  &  Co.,  at  or  near  Beloit,  WI, 
to  points  in  IN,  MD,  NJ,  NY,  OH,  PA, 
DE  and  DC.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL, 
or  Washington,  DC.) 

Note.— The  purpose  of  this  application  is 
to  convert  a  permit  to  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  and  is  a  directly 
related  application  to  a  section  5(2)  finance 
proceeding  docketed  MC-F-13634,  published 


in  a  previous  section  in  this  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  issue. 

Motor  Carrier  Alternate  Route 
Deviations 

The  following  letter-notices  to  oper¬ 
ate  over  deviation  routes  for  operating 
convenience  only  have  been  filed  with 
the  Commission  under  the  Deviation 
Rules— Motor  Carrier  of  Property  (49 
CFR  1042.4(0(11)). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Commission  in 
the  manner  and  form  provided  in  such 
rules  at  any  time,  but  will  not  operate 
to  stay  commencement  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  operations  unless  filed  on  or 
before  August  21,  1978. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  resulting 
from  approval  of  its  request. 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

MC  1585  (Deviation  No.  1),  BARNES 
TRUCK  LINE,  1320  Highway  13 
North,  Columbia,  MS  39429,  filed 
April  6,  1978,  as  amended  June  30, 
1978.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain  ex¬ 
ceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as  fol¬ 
lows:  From  Jackson,  MS  over  Inter¬ 
state  Hwy  55  to  Crystal  Springs,  MS, 
then  over  MS  Hwy  27  to  Monticello, 
MS  and  return  over  the  same  route  for 
operating  convenience  only.  The 
notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  From  Jackson, 
MS  over  U.S.  Hwy  49  to  Mendenhall, 
MS,  then  over  MS  Hwy  13  to  Prentiss, 
MS,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  84  to  Monti¬ 
cello,  MS,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

MC  2754  (Deviation  No.  4), 
NEUENDORF  TRANSPORTATION 
CO.,  121  South  Stoughton  Road, 
Madison,  WI  53701,  filed  July  6,  1978. 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain  ex¬ 
ceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as  fol¬ 
lows:  From  Chicago,  IL  over  U.S.  Hwy 
20  to  Rockford,  IL,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  51  to  Beloit,  WI,  then  over  WI 
Hwy  15  to  Milwaukee,  WI,  and  return 
over  the  same  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  author¬ 
ized  to  transport  the  same  commod¬ 
ities  over  a  pertient  service  route  as 
follows:  From  Chicago,  IL  over  U.S. 
Hwy  20  to  Rockford,  IL,  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  51  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  18, 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  18  to  Milwaukee, 
WI,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

MC  35628  (Deviation  No.  34).  IN¬ 
TERSTATE  MOTOR  FREIGHT 
SYSTEM,  134  Grandville  Avenue  SW., 
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Grand  Rapids,  MI  49503,  filed  June  6, 
1978.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain  ex¬ 
ceptions,  over  deviation  routes  as  fol¬ 
lows:  (1)  Prom  Des  Moines,  IA  at  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Hwy  6  and  Interstate  Hwy 
35,  over  Interstate  Hwy  35  to  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  35W,  then  over  Inter¬ 
state  Hwy  35W  to  junction  MN  Hwy  5 
(southwest  of  St.  Paul,  MN),  then  over 
MN  Hwy  5  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  12  in 
St.  Paul,  MN,  and  (2)  Prom  Des 
Moines,  IA  over  Interstate  Hwy  35  to 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  35E,  then 
over  Interstate  Hwy  35E  (when  com¬ 
plete)  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  12  in  St. 
Paul,  MN,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  Prom  Des 
Moines,  IA  over  U.S.  Hwy  6  to  Moline, 
IL,  then  over  IL  Hwy  92  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  34,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  34  to 
Oswego,  IL,  then  over  IL  Hwy  31  to 
Aurora,  IL,  then  over  IL  Hwy  65  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  34,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  34  to  Chicago,  IL,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  41  to  Milwaukee,  WI,  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  18  to  Madison,  WI,  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  12  to  Minneapolis-St.  Paul, 

MN,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

MC  35628  (Deviation  No.  35),  IN¬ 
TERSTATE  MOTOR  FREIGHT 
SYSTEM,  134  Grandville  Avenue  SW., 
Grand  Rapids,  MI  49503,  filed  June  6, 
1978.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain  ex¬ 
ceptions,  over  deviation  routes  as  fol¬ 
lows:  (1)  Prom  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  35  and  U.S.  Hwy  6  (north  of  Des 
Moines,  I  A)  over  Interstate  Hwy  35  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  136  at  Bethany, 

MO,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  136  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Hwy  69,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy 
69  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  35,  then 
over  Interstate  Hwy  35  to  Kansas  City, 
MO  and  (2)  From  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  35  and  U.S.  Hwy  6  north  of  Des 
Moines,  I A  over  Interstate  Hwy  35  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  71  in  Kansas  City, 
MO,  and  return  over  the  same  routes 
for  operating  convenience  only.  The 
notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  Prom  Des 
Moines,  IA  over  U.S.  Hwy  6  to  Omaha, 
NE,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  275  to  Sidney, 
LA,  then  over  IA  Hwy  2  to  Clarinda, 
IA,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  71  to  junction 
MO  Hwy  48,  then  over  MO  Hwy  48  to 
junction  MO  County  Road  M,  then 
over  MO  County  Road  M  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  169,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  169 
to  St.  Joseph,  MO,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy 
71  to  Kansas  City,  MO  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 


MC  35628  (Deviation  No.  36),  IN¬ 
TERSTATE  MOTOR  FREIGHT 
SYSTEM,  134  Grandville  Avenue  SW., 
Grand  Rapids,  MI  49503,  filed  June  6, 
1978.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain  ex¬ 
ceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Prom  junction  Interstate  Hwy  64 
and  U.S.  Hwy  41  over  Interstate  Hwy 
64  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  150  in  New 
Albany,  IN,  and  return  over  the  same 
route  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  Prom  Evans¬ 
ville,  IN  over  U.S.  Hwy  41  to  Vin¬ 
cennes,  IN,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  150  to 
Louisville,  KY,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

Motor  Carrier  Alternate  Route 
Deviations 

The  following  letter-notices  to  oper¬ 
ate  over  deviation  routes  for  operating 
convenience  only  have  been  filed  with 
the  Commission  under  the  Deviation 
Rules— Motor  Carrier  of  Passengers 
(49  CFR  1042.2(c)(9)). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the*Commission  in 
the  manner  and  form  provided  in  such 
rules  at  any  time,  but  will  not  operate 
to  stay  commencement  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  operations  unless  filed  on  or 
before  August  21,  1978. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  resulting 
from  approval  of  its  request. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

MC  2890  (Deviation  No.  97).  AMERI¬ 
CAN  BUSLINES,  INC.,  1501  South 
Central  Avenue,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  filed 
June  13,  1978.  Carrier’s  representative: 
George  W.  Hanthorn,  Suite  422,  1500 
Jackson  Street,  Dallas,  TX  75201.  Car¬ 
rier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  passen¬ 
gers  and  their  baggage,  and  express 
and  newspapers  in  the  same  vehicle 
with  passengers,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  Prom  Akron,  OH,  over  In¬ 
terstate  Hwy  77  to  Cleveland,  OH,  and 
return  over  the  same  route  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only.  The  notice  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  passengers  and 
the  same  property  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  From  Akron, 
OH,  over  OH  Hwy  8  to  junction  OH 
Hwy  14,  then  over  OH  Hwy  14  to 
Cleveland,  OH,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

Motor  Carrier  Intrastate 
Application  s) 

The  following  application(s)  for 
motor  common  carrier  authority  to 


operate  in  intrastate  commerce  seek 
concurrent  motor  carrier  authoriza¬ 
tion  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce 
within  the  limits  of  the  intrastate  au¬ 
thority  sought,  pursuant  to  section 
206(a)(6)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act.  These  applications  are  governed 
by  special  rule  245  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  (49 
CFR  1100.245),  which  provides,  among 
other  things,  that  protests  and  re¬ 
quests  for  information  concerning  the 
time  and  place  of  State  Commission 
hearings  or  other  proceedings,  any 
subsequent  changes  therein,  and  any 
other  related  matters  shall  be  directed 
to  the  State  Commission  with  which 
the  application  is  filed  and  shall  not 
be  addressed  to  or  filed  with  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission. 

Oklahoma  Docket  MC  23466  (Sub- 
9),  filed  May  20,  1978.  Applicant:  CEN¬ 
TRAL  OKLAHOMA  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  2945  North  Toledo, 
Tulsa,  OK  74115.  Representative: 
Rufus  H.  Lawson,  106  Bixler  Building, 
2400  Northwest  23rd  Street,  Oklaho¬ 
ma  City,  OK  73107.  Certification  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity 
sought  to  operate  a  freight  service 
over  regular  routes,  as  follows:  Trans¬ 
portation  of:  General  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  articles  of 
unusual  value,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  and  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  Tulsa.  OK,  and  Muskogee, 
OK.  From  Tulsa,  OK,  over  U.S.  Hwy 
64,  serving  all  intermediate  points 
except  Bixby,  OK,  and  serving  the  off- 
route  points  of  Stone  Bluff,  Janesville, 
Yahola,  and  Taft,  OK.  Alternate 
route:  Between  Tulsa,  OK,  and 
Muskogee.  OK,  over  OK  Hwy  51  to  its 
intersection  with  Muskogee  Turnpike, 
then  via  Muskogee  turnpike  to 
Muskogee,  OK,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  no  intermediate 
points.  Between  Henryetta,  OK,  and 
Muskogee,  OK,  via  Interstate  Hwy  40 
to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  69,  then  U.S. 
Hwy  69  to  Muskogee,  OK,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  except  Checotah, 
OK.  Notice  is  given  that  application 
includes  the  requests  to  unitize  appli¬ 
cant’s  present  authority  and  authority 
sought  in  this  application,  if  granted, 
to  provide  service  to,  from,  and  be¬ 
tween  all  points  under  applicant’s 
combined  authorities.  Hearing  date: 
September  28,  1978,  at  9  a.m.,  at  Okla¬ 
homa  Corporation  Commission,  2d 
Floor,  Jim  Thorpe  Building,  Oklaho¬ 
ma  City,  OK  73105.  Requests  for  pro¬ 
cedural  information  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  Oklahoma  Corporation 
Commission,  Jim  Thorpe  Building, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK,  and  should  not 
be  directed  to  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission. 
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By  the  Commission. 

Nancy  L.  Wilson, 
Acting  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.  78-19938  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[1505-01] 

[Notice  No.  102] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY  AUTHORITY 
APPLICATIONS 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  78-17954  appearing  at 
page  28077  in  the  issue  for  Wednes¬ 
day,  June  28,  1978,  in  the  middle 
column  of  page  28079,  in  the  13th  line 
of  “No.  MC  142059  (Sub-No.  44  TA)”, 
“Bristol,  ID”  should  have  read  “Bris¬ 
tol,  IND”. 


[7035-01] 

[Notice  No.  681] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

July  17, 1978. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  post¬ 
ponement,  cancellation,  or  oral  argu¬ 
ment  appear  below  and  will  be  pub¬ 
lished  only  once.  This  list  contains 
prospective  assignments  only  and  does 
not  include  cases  previously  assigned 
hearing  dates.  The  hearings  will  be  on 
the  issues  as  presently  reflected  in  the 
official  docket  of  the  Commission.  An 
attempt  will  be  made  to  publish  no¬ 
tices  of  cancellation  of  hearings  as 
promptly  as  possible,  but  interested 
parties  should  take  appropriate  steps 
to  insure  that  they  are  notified  of  can¬ 
cellation  or  postponements  of  hearings 
in  which  they  are  interested. 

No.  AB  18  (Sub-21),  Chesapeake  &  Ohio 
Railway  Co.  abandonment  of  carferry 
service  across  Lake  Michigan  between 
Ludington,  MI  and  Kewaunee,  Milwaukee, 
and  Manitowoc,  WI,  now  assigned  August 
15,  1978,  at  Milwaukee,  WI,  will  be  held  in 
room  398,  U.S.  Federal  Building,  517  East 
Wisconsin  Avenue. 

No.  AB  7  (Sub-43),  Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St. 
Paul  &  Pacific  Railroad  Co.  abandonment 
near  Paralta  and  Hopkinton,  in  Linn, 
Jones,  and  Delaware  Counties,  LA,  now  as¬ 
signed  July  17.  1978,  at  Anamosa,  IA,  is 
cancelled  and  transferred  to  modified  pro- 
cedure 

No.  MC  13250  (Sub-139),  J.  H.  Rose  Truck 
Line,  Inc.,  now  assigned  September  27, 
1978,  at  Dallas,  TX,  is  cancelled  and  trans¬ 
ferred  to  modified  procedure. 

No.  MC  143169  (Sub-1),  Harry  Brotton  & 
Henry  Lucero,  d.b.a.  Lucero  Film  Service, 
is  now  assigned  for  continued  hearings  on 
August  15,  1978  (1  day)  at  Phoenix,  AZ,  at 
a  location  to  be  later  designated;  on 
August  16,  1978  (2  days)  at  Los  Angeles, 
CA,  in  room  7210,  Federal  Building,  300 
North  Los  Angeles  Street;  and  on  August 
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18,  1978  (1  day)  at  Phoenix,  AZ,  at  a  loca¬ 
tion  to  be  later  designated. 

No.  MC  143129,  B.J.T.  Transport,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  August  28,  1978,  at  Providence, 
RI,  will  be  held  in  room  234,  John  O.  Pas- 
tore  Federal  Building  and  Post  Office,  37 
Exchange  Towers. 

No.  MC  144151,  Westrux  Timber  Transit. 
Inc.,  is  now  assigned  for  hearing  Septem¬ 
ber  13,  1978  (3  days)  at  Olympia,  WA,  at  a 
location  to  be  later  designated. 

No.  MC  107586  (Sub- 25),  Continental  Bus 
System,  Inc.,  is  now  assigned  for  hearing 
September  18,  1978  (1  week)  at  Dallas, 
TX,  at  a  location  to  be  later  designated. 

No.  MC  1515  (Sub-7M1),  Greyhound  Lines, 
Inc.,  is  now  assigned  for  continued  hear¬ 
ings  October  16,  1978  (2  days)  at  Gallup, 
NM:  October  18,  1978  (2  days)  at  Albu¬ 
querque,  NM;  and  October  20, 1978  (1  day) 
at  Amarillo,  TX,  at  locations  to  be  later 
dcsipifttcd 

No.  MC  124711  (Sub-51),  Becker  Corp.,  now 
assigned  for  September  6,  1978,  at  Chey¬ 
enne,  WY  (3  days)  at  a  location  to  be  later 
designated. 

No.  MC  130473.  Ms.  Ltd.,  now  assigned  Sep¬ 
tember  19,  1978  (3  days),  at  Richmond, 
VA.  at  a  location  to  be  later  designated. 

No.  MC  31389  (Sub-235),  McLean  Trucking 
Co.  now  assigned  September  18,  1978,  at 
Wichita,  KS  (5  days)  at  a  location  to  be 
later  designated. 

No.  105501  (Sub-26),  Terminal  Warehouse 
Co.,  Inc.,  now  assigned  September  18. 
1978,  at  St.  Paul,  MN  (5  days)  at  a  location 
to  be  later  designated. 

No.  MC  65941  (Sub-50F),  Tower  Lines,  Inc., 
is  now  assigned  for  hearing  October  30, 
1978  (9  days),  at  Wheeling,  WV,  at  a  loca¬ 
tion  to  be  later  designated. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.  78-20168  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[7035-01] 

[Corrected  Second  Revised  Service  Order 
No.  1309,  Exception  No.  3] 

BURLINGTON  NORTHERN  INC. 

Decision 

Decided;  July  14, 1978. 

The  Burlington  Northern,  Inc.,  has 
stored  on  its  line  system  log  flat  cars 
designated  as  surplus  effective  June  1, 
1978.  These  cars  are  in  series:  BN 
631000,  632000,  633000,  634000,  640000, 
NP  120000,  121000,  122000,  and  GN 
68500,  68600  and  69400  and  require 
wheels  not  immediately  available.  The 
Burlington  Northern,  Inc.,  also  has  on 
its  line  open  top  cars  suitable  for  and 
stenciled  for  “beet  loading  only.”  In 
addition,  certain  cars  are  set  out  of 
unit  coal  trains  for  repairs  and  are 
normally  held  after  repair  for  the  next 
unit  coal  train  moving  to  the  same  des¬ 
tination.  Such  handling  precludes  ad¬ 
ditional  switching  and  improves  car 
utilization. 

It  is  ordered,  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  the  Railroad  Service 
Board,  by  section  (a)(l)(v)  of  Correct¬ 
ed  Second  Revised  Service  Order  No. 
1309,  the  Burlington  Northern,  Inc.,  is 


authorized  to  hold  log  flat  cars  of  the 
following  series: 

BN  631000  NP  120000  GN  68500 

BN  632000  NP  121000  GN  68600 

BN  633000  NP  122000  GN  69400 

BN  634000 
BN  640000 

and  open  top  cars  stenciled  “beet  load¬ 
ing  only”  until  necessary  repairs  have 
been  accomplished  and  so  long  as  their 
surplus  status  continues  to  exist. 

Cars  set  out  of  unit  coal  trains  for 
repair,  may  be  held  for  movement  in 
the  next  unit  coal  train  moving  to  the 
same  destination  following  completion 
of  repair,  but  not  to  exceed  72  hours. 

By  the  Railroad  Service  Board, 
members  Joel  E.  Bums,  Robert  S. 
Turkington,  and  John  R.  Michael. 
Member  Joel  E.  Burns  not  participat¬ 
ing. 

Effective:  July  14,  1978. 

Nancy  L.  Wilson, 
Acting  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.  78-20169  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[7035-01] 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS  FOR  RELIEF 

July  14, 1978. 

These  applications  for  long-and- 
short-haul  relief  have  been  filed  with 
the  ICC. 

Protests  are  due  at  the  ICC  within 
15  days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice. 

FSA  No.  43582,  Southwestern  Freight 
Bureau,  Agent,  No.  B-750,  rates  on  petro¬ 
leum,  petroleum  products,  and  related  ar¬ 
ticles,  from  Talla  Bena,  LA,  to  points  in 
IL,  IN,  the  South  and  West,  also  from 
western  points  to  Talla  Bena,  LA,  in  Sup. 
146  to  its  Tariff  52-E,  ICC  No.  5008,  and  in 
Sup.  97  to  its  Tariff  113-1,  ICC  No.  5137, 
to  become  effective  August  18,  1978. 
Grounds  for  relief— establish  rates/routes 
for  competitive  reasons. 

By  the  Commission. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Acting  Secciary. 
[FR  Doc.  78-20171  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 


[7035-01] 

[Notice  No.  125] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY  AUTHORITY 
APPLICATIONS 

July  21,  1978. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
provisions  of  49  CFR  1131.3.  These 
rules  provide  that  an  original  and  six 
(6)  copies  of  protests  to  an  application 
may  be  filed  with  the  field  official 
named  in  the  Federal  Register  publi¬ 
cation  no  later  than  the  15th  calendar 
day  after  the  date  the  notice  of  the 
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filing  of  the  application  is  published  in 
the  Federal  Register.  One  copy  of  the 
protest  must  be  served  on  the  appli¬ 
cant,  or  its  authorized  representative, 
if  any,  and  the  protestant  must  certify 
that  such  service  has  been  made.  The 
protest  must  identify  the  operating 
authority  upon  which  it  is  predicated, 
specifying  the  “MC”  docket  and  "Sub” 
number  and  quoting  the  particular 
portion  of  authority  upon  which  it 
relies.  Also,  the  protestant  shall  speci¬ 
fy  the  service  it  can  and  will  provide 
and  the  amount  and  type  of  equip¬ 
ment  it  will  make  available  for  use  in 
connection  with  the  service  contem¬ 
plated  by  the  TA  application.  The 
weight  accorded  a  protest  shall  be  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  completeness  and  perti¬ 
nence  of  the  protestant’s  information. 

Except  as  otherwise  specifically 
noted,  each  applicant  states  that  there 
will  be  no  significant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  re¬ 
sulting  from  approval  of  its  applica¬ 
tion. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  and 
also  in  the  ICC  Field  Office  to  which 
protests  are  to  be  transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  op  Property 

MC  35890  (Sub-43TA),  filed  May  30, 
1978,  and  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  June  29,  1978,  and 
republished  as  corrected  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  BLODGETT  FURNITURE 
SERVICE,  INC.,  3801  36th  Street  N 
SE.,  Grand  Rapids,  MI  49508.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Ronald  C.  Nesmith,  Law  De¬ 
partment,  P.O.  Box  4403,  Chicago,  IL 
60680.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ap¬ 
pliances,  parts,  supplies  and  accesso¬ 
ries,  from  the  facilities  of  the  Maytag 
Co.  at  Newton,  IA  to  CT,  DE,  IN,  KY, 
MD,  MA,  MI,  NH,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  OH, 
PA,  RI,  VT.  VA,  DC  and  WV,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  The  Maytag 
Co.,  Newton,  IA  50208.  Send  protests 
to:  C.  R.  Flemming,  District  Supervi¬ 
sor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  225  Federal 
Building,  Lansing,  MI  48933.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  republication  is  to  add  the 
State  of  New  York  as  a  destination 
point,  as  previously  omitted. 

MC  45194  (Sub-21TA),  filed  June  7, 
1978.  Applicant:  LATTAVO  BROTH¬ 
ERS,  INC.,  2230  Shepler  Church  Ave. 
SW.,  Canton,  OH  44706,  P.O.  Box 
6270.  Representative:  James  W. 
Muldoon,  50  West  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  OH  43215.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Iron  and  steel  and  iron 
and  steel  products,  from  Darlington, 
SC,  to  points  in  IN,  KY,  OH,  those  in 
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PA  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Hwy.  219,  and 
WV,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Nucor  Steel,  division  of  Nucor  Corp., 
Box  525,  Darlington,  SC  29532.  Send 
protests  to:  Frank  L.  Calvary,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  220  Federal  Building,  and 
U.S.  Courthouse,  85  Marconi  Boule¬ 
vard,  Columbus,  OH  43215. 

MC  61264  (Sub-3 1TA),  filed  April  20, 
1978.  Applicant:  PILOT  FREIGHT 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  615,  4103 
Cherry  Street  NW.,  Winston-Salem, 
NC  27102.  Representative:  William  F. 
King.  Suite  400,  Overlook  Building, 
6121  Lincolnia  Road,  Alexandria,  VA 
22312.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment: 
(1)  Between  Tunkhannock,  PA  and 
Pittston,  PA:  From  Tunkhannock  over 
U.S.  Hwy  6  to  junction  PA  Hwy  92, 
then  over  PA  Hwy  92  to  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  11,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  11  to 
Pittston,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (2)  between  Tunkhannock,  PA 
and  Waymart,  PA:  From 

Tunkhannock  over  U.S.  Hwy  6  to 
Waymart,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (3)  between  Scraton,  PA  and 
Shickshinny,  PA:  From  Scranton  over 
U.S.  Hwy  11  to  Shickshinny,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (4)  be¬ 
tween  Scraton,  PA  and  Shickshinny, 
PA:  From  Scranton  over  U.S.  Hwy  6  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  11,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  11  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  81, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  81  to  junc¬ 
tion  PA  Hwy  315,  then  over  PA  Hwy 
315  to  junction  PA  Hwy  115,  then  over 
PA  Hwy  115  to  PA  Hwy  309,  then  over 
PA  Hwy  309  to  junction  unnumbered 
PA  Hwy,  then  over  unnumbered  PA 
Hwy  to  junction  PA  Hwy  239,  then 
over  PA  Hwy  239  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
11,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  11  to 
Shickshinny  and  return  over  the  same 
route; 

(5)  between  Wilkes-Barre,  PA  and 
Philadelphia.  PA:  From  Wilkes-Barre 
over  PA  Hwy  309  to  junction  PA  Hwy 
611,  then  over  PA  Hwy  611  to  Phila¬ 
delphia,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (6)  between  Scranton,  PA  and 
Philadelphia,  PA:  From  Scranton  over 
U.S.  Hwy  11  to  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  380,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy 
380  to  junction  PA  Hwy  435,  then  over 
PA  Hwy  435  to  junction  PA  Hwy  507, 
then  over  PA  Hwy  507  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Hwy  380,  then  over  Interstate 
Hwy  380  to  junction  PA  Hwy  611,  then 
over  PA  Hwy  611  to  Philadelphia,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (7)  be¬ 
tween  East  Stroudsburg,  PA  and  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Hwy  209  and  PA  Hwy  309 
near  Tamaqua,  PA:  From  East 
Stroudsburg  over  U.S.  Hwy  209  to 


REGISTER,  VOL  43,  NO.  140— THURSDAY,  JULY 


junction  PA  Hwy  309  near  Tamaqua, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (8)  be¬ 
tween  junction  PA  Hwy  611  and  PA 
Hwy  33  and  Easton,  PA:  From  junc¬ 
tion  PA  Hwy  611  over  PA  Hwy  33  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  22,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  to  Easton,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (9)  between  Easton,  PA 
and  junctions  U.S.  Hwy  22  and  PA 
Hwy  61  near  Hamburg,  PA:  From 
Easton  over  U.S.  Hwy  22  to  junction 
PA  Hwy  61  and  return  over  the  same 
route; 

.  (10)  between  junction  U.S.  Hwy  22 
and  PA  Hwy  61  and  Philadelphia,  PA: 
From  junction  U.S.  Hwy  22  over  PA 
Hwy  61  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  222,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  222  to  junction  U.S. 
Hwys  222/422,  then  over  U.S.  Hwys 
222/422  to  junction  U.S.  Hwys  222  and 
422,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  422  to  Phila¬ 
delphia,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (11)  between  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
222  and  PA  Hwy  309  and  Reading,  PA: 
From  junction  PA  Hwy  309  over  U.S. 
Hwy  222  to  PA  Hwy  61,  then  over  PA 
Hwy  61  to  Reading,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (12)  between  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  222  and  BR  222,  north  of 
Reading,  PA  and  junction  U.S.  Hwys 
222/422  South  Reading,  PA:  From 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  222  over  U.S.  Hwy 
BR  222  to  junction  U.S.  Hwys  222/422, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (13) 
between  junction  U.S.  Hwy  422  and 
BR  422,  west  of  Reading,  PA  and  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Hwy  422  and  BR  422,  south¬ 
east  of  Reading,  PA:  From  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  422,  west  of  Reading,  over 
BR  422  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  422, 
southeast  of  Reading,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (14)  between  junction 
U.S.  Hwys  222  and  422,  southwest  of 
Reading,  PA  and  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
422  and  BR  422:  From  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  222  over  U.S.  Hwy  422  to  junction 
BR  422,  and  return  over  the  same 
route; 

(15)  between  junction  PA  Hwy  145 
and  U.S.  Hwy  22  near  Allentown,  PA 
and  Philadelphia,  PA:  From  junction 
PA  Hwy  145  and  U.S.  Hwy  22  over  un¬ 
numbered  PA  Hwy  to  junction  PA 
Hwy  29,  then  over  PA  Hwy  29  to  junc¬ 
tion  PA  Hwy  100,  then  over  PA  Hwy 
100  to  junction  PA  Hwy  3,  then  over 
PA  Hwy  3  to  Philadelphia,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (16)  between 
Exton,  PA  and  Philadelphia,  PA: 
From  Exton  over  U.S.  Hwy  30  to 
Philadelphia,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (17)  between  Hereford,  PA 
and  Collegeville,  PA:  From  Hereford 
over  PA  Hwy  29  to  Collegeville,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (18)  be¬ 
tween  Pipersville,  PA  and  Philadel¬ 
phia,  PA:  From  Pipersville  over  PA 
Hwy  413  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  1,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  1  to  Philadelphia,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (19)  be¬ 
tween  junction  U.S.  Hwy  202  and  PA 
Hwy  32  near  New  Hope,  PA  and  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Hwy  202  and  U.S.  Hwy  422 
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near  Norristown,  PA:  From  junction 
PA  Hwy  32  over  U.S.  Hwy  202  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Hwy  422,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (20)  between  Buckingham, 
PA  and  Philadelphia,  PA:  From  Buck¬ 
ingham  over  PA  Hwy  263  to  junction 
PA  Hwy  611,  then  over  PA  Hwy  611  to 
Philadelphia,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

Serving  all  intermediate  points  on 
the  above  routes  (1)  through  (20);  and 
serving  all  points  in  Lackawanna  and 
Luzerne  Counties,  PA  as  off-route 
points  and  the  Commercial  Zones  of 
all  such  intermediate  and  off-route 
points  in  connection  with  operations 
over  the  above  routes.  Restriction: 
The  above  routes  are  restricted 
against  tacking  with  other  authority 
of  the  carrier  for  the  purpose  of  pro¬ 
viding  a  through  service  between 
points  on  the  above  routes  and  off- 
route  points  in  Lackawanna  and 
Luzerne  Counties,  PA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  served 
by  carriers  in  CT,  DE,  MD,  MA,  NJ, 
NY,  OH,  and  RI,  for  180  days.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper(s):  There 
are  approximately  (189)  statements  of 
support  attached  to  the  application 
which  may  be  examined  at  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC,  or  copies  thereof  which 
may  be  examined  at  the  field  office 
named  below.  Send  protests  to:  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor  Terrell  Price,  800 
Briar  Creek  Road,  Room  CC516,  Mart 
Office  Building,  Charlotte,  NC  28205. 

MC  106398  (Sub-805TA),  filed  June 
2,  1978,  and  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  July  3,  1978,  and  re¬ 
published  as  corrected  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  NATIONAL  TRAILER 
CONVOY,  INC.,  525  South  Main,  P.O. 
Box  3329,  Tulsa,  OK  74103.  Represent¬ 
ative:  Irvin  Tull  (same  address  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Hardwood,  plywood,  paneling, 

hardboard,  particle  board,  gypsum, 
mold  and  trim,  from  the  ports  of 
Charleston,  SC;  Jacksonville  and 
Tampa,  FL;  New  Orleans,  LA;  and  Sa¬ 
vannah,  GA,  to  the  plantsite  of  Panel¬ 
ing  Industries,  Inc.,  at  Fort  Valley, 
GA,  and  from  the  plantsite  of  Panel¬ 
ing  Industries  at  Fort  Valley,  GA,  to 
points  in  AL,  AR,  FL,  IL,  IN,  KY,  LA, 
MN,  MO,  MS,  KS,  NC,  OH,  PA,  SC. 
TN.TX,  VA,  WV,  for  180  days.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  Paneling 
Industries,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1288,  Albany 
RR  Street,  Fort  Valley,  GA  31030. 
Send  protests  to:  Connie  Stanley, 
Transportation  Assistant,  215  North¬ 
west  Third  Street,  Room  240  Old  U.S. 
Post  Office  and  Courthouse,  Oklaho¬ 
ma  City,  OK  73102.  The  purpose  of 


this  republication  is  to  show  with 
whom  protests  should  be  filed,  as  pre¬ 
viously  omitted. 

MC  111401  (Sub-524TA),  filed  June 

7,  1978.  Applicant:  GROENDYKE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2510  Rock  Island 
Blvd.,  P.O.  Box  632,  Enid,  OK  73701. 
Representative:  Victor  R.  Comstock 
(same  address  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Phosphorous  tri¬ 
chloride,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  the  facilities  of  Stanffer  Chemi¬ 
cal  Co.,  LeMoyne,  AL,  to  Brownsville, 
TX,  in  foreign  commerce  only,  for  180 
days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  un¬ 
derlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Helm  Houston  Chemical  Corp., 
1100  Milam  Bldg.,  suite  2740,  Houston, 
TX  77002.  Send  protests  to:  Connie 
Stanley,  Transportation  Assistant, 
Room  240  Old  U.S.  Post  Office  and 
Courthouse  Bldg.,  215  Northwest 
Third,  Oklahoma  City,  OK  73107. 

MC  115904  (Sub-IOITA),  filed  June 

8,  1978.  Applicant:  GROVER  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  1710  West  Broadway,  Idaho 
Falls,  ID  83401.  Representative:  Timo¬ 
thy  R.  Stivers,  P.O.  Box  162,  Boise,  ID 
83701.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Bentonite  clay,  from  the  facilities  of 
American  Colloid  Co.,  near  Lovell, 
WY,  to  the  port  of  entry  on  the  inter¬ 
national  boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  at 
Sweetgrass,  MT,  for  180  days.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Applicant  does  not  intend  to 
tack  or  interline  authority.  Supporting 
shipper:  American  Colloid  Co.,  P.O. 
Box  228,  Skokie,  IL  60077.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Barney  L.  Hardin,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  suite  110,  1471  Shoreline 
Drive,  Boise,  ID  83706. 

MC  117639  (Sub-17TA),  filed  June  8, 
1978.  Applicant:  PICK’S  PACK 
HAULER,  INC.,  1214  East  South 
Street,  Hastings,  NE  68901.  Represent¬ 
ative:  Lavem  R.  Holdeman,  of 
Peterson,  Bowman,  Larson  & 
Swanson,  521  South  14th  Street,  P.O. 
Box  81849,  Lincoln,  NE  68501.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Brick  and  clay 
products,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
unloading  devices,  from  the  facilities 
of  Summit  Pressed  Brick  &  Tile  Co., 
at  or  near  Pueblo  and  Trinidad,  CO,  to 
points  in  NE,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts,  with  Lumbermen’s 
Brick  &  Supply  Co.  and  Yankee  Hill 
Manufacturing  Co.,  for  180  days.  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operat¬ 
ing  authority.  Supporting  shippers: 


Lumbermen’s  Brick  &  Supply  Co.,  Mr. 
Dale  Funk,  president,  6703  L  Street, 
Omaha,  NE,  and  Yankee  Hill  Brick 
Manufacturing  Co.,  Mr.  E.  Dean  Ever¬ 
ett,  Sr.,  vice  president/sales,  3705 
South  Coddington,  Lincoln,  NE  68506. 
Send  protests  to:  Mr.  Max  Johnston, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  285  Federal  Build¬ 
ing  and  U.S.  Courthouse,  100  Centen¬ 
nial  Mall  North,  Lincoln,  NE  68508. 

MC  123819  (Sub-62TA),  filed  June  7, 
1978.  Applicant:  ACE  FREIGHT 
LINE,  INC.,  3359  Cazassa  Road,  P.O. 
Box  16589,  Memphis,  TN  38116.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  Mr.  Bill  R.  Davis,  suite 
101,  Emerson  Center,  2814  New  Spring 
Road,  Atlanta,  GA  30339.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Paper,  in  rolls, 
from  the  facilities  of  the 
Weyerhaeuser  Co.,  at  or  near  Pine 
Bluff,  AR,  to  the  facilities  of  Adams 
Industries,  Inc.,  at  Monroe,  LA, 'for  180 
days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  un¬ 
derlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Adams  Industries,  Inc.,  P.O. 
Drawer  4360,  Monroe,  LA  71203.  Send 
protests  to:  Mr.  Floyd  A.  Johnson,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  100  North  Main  Building, 
suite  2006,  100  North  Main  Street, 
Memphis,  TN  38103. 

MC  124554  (Sub-22TA),  filed  June  8, 
1978.  Applicant:  LANG  CARTAGE 
CORP.,  P.O.  Box  513,  Milwaukee,  WI 
53201.  Representative:  Richard  C.  Al¬ 
exander,  710  North  Plankinton 
Avenue,  Milwaukee,  WI  53203.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Merchandise, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  or  dis¬ 
tributed  by  a  manufacturer  of  house¬ 
hold  products,  from  LaCrosse,  WI,  to 
dealers  of  Fuller  Brush  Co.,  in 
Fairbault,  Martin,  Jackson, 
Cottonwood,  Watonwan,  Blue  Earth, 
Redwood,  Brown,  Nicollet,  LeSueur, 
Rice,  Renville,  Sibley,  Scott,  Carver, 
McLeod,  Kandiyohi,  Meeker,  Wright, 
Pope,  and  Steams  Counties,  MN, 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts.  with  Fuller  Brush  Co.,  for  180 
days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  un¬ 
derlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Fuller  Brush  Co.,  P.O.  Box  729, 
Great  Bend,  KS  67530  (Bruce  M. 
Brown,  Manager  of  Traffic).  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to  Gail  A.  Daugherty,  Transpor¬ 
tation  Assistant,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
U.S.  Federal  Building  and  Courthouse, 
517  East  Wisconsin  Ave.,  Milwaukee, 
WI  53202. 

MC  124554  (Sub-24TA),  filed  June  8, 
1978.  Applicant:  LANG  CARTAGE 
CORP.,  P.O.  Box  513,  Milwaukee.  WI 
53201.  Representative:  Richard  C.  Al- 
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exander,  710  North  Plankinton 
Avenue,  Milwaukee,  WI  53203.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Books  and 
bookcases,  knocked-down  in  mixed 
loads  with  books,  from  the  facilities  of 
Encyclopedia  Britannica,  Inc.,  at  Chi¬ 
cago,  IL,  to  residences  of  customers  of 
Encyclopedia  Britannica,  Inc.,  in  WI, 
under  a  contii.uing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  Encyclopedia  Britannica. 
Inc.,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to 
90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Encyclopedia  Britan¬ 
nica,  Inc.,  425  N.  Michigan  Ave.,  Chica¬ 
go,  IL  60611  (John  C.  Jackson,  Direc¬ 
tor,  Traffic  and  Distribution).  Send 
protests  to:  Gail  A.  Daugherty,  Trans¬ 
portation  Assistant,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  U.S.  Federal  Building  and 
Courthouse,  517  East  Wisconsin  Ave., 
Milwaukee,  WI  53202. 

MC.  124896  (Sub-59TA),  filed  June  7, 
1978.  Applicant:  WILLIAMSON 

TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  Thome  and 
Ralston  Sts.,  Wilson,  NC  37893.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Jack  H.  Blanshan,  suite  200, 
205  West  Tougy  St.,  Park  Ridge,  IL 
60068.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Fruit  and  vegetable  containers,  from 
the  facilities  of  J.  M.  Brown  &  Son, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Woodland,  NC,  to 
points  in  SC,  and  TN,  for  180  days.  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operat¬ 
ing  authority.  Supporting  shipper:  J. 
M.  Brown  &  Son,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  368, 
Woodland,  NC  27897.  Send  protests  to: 
Mr.  Archie  W.  Andrews,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  624  Federal  Building,  310  New 
Bern  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  26896,  Raleigh, 
NC  27611. 

MC  124979  <Sub-7TA),  filed  May  18. 
1978,  and  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  June  29,  1978,  and 
republished  as  corrected  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  CONRAD  BERG  d.b.a.  C. 
BERG  CO.,  Saginaw.  MN  55759.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  Val  M.  Higgins.  1000  First 
National  Bank  Building,  Minneapolis, 
MN  55402.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  By  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fertilizer  and  fertilizer  ingredi¬ 
ents,  dry,  in  bulk,  from  Grand  Forks, 
ND,  to  points  in  Minnesota  and  North 
Dakota,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Farmers  Union  Central  Exchange, 
Inc.,  a.k.a  Cenex,  P.O.  Box  43089,  St. 
Paul,  MN  55164.  Send  protests  to: 
Delores  A.  Poe,  Transportation  Assist¬ 
ant,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Bureau  of  Operations,  414  Feder¬ 
al  Building,  110  South  Fourth  Street, 
U.S.  Courthouse,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55401.  The  purpose  of  this  republica¬ 
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tion  is  to  show  ND  in  lieu  of  IN  as  pre¬ 
viously  published. 

MC  128592  (Sub-12TA),  filed  June  8, 
1978.  Applicant:  KLM,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
162,  Railroad  Avenue,  Center,  TX 
79208.  Representative:  Donald  B.  Mor¬ 
rison,  1500  Deposit  Guaranty  Plaza, 
P.O.  Box  22628,  Jackson,  MS  39205. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier.  By  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
hamburger  patties  from  Greely,  CO,  to 
the  distribution  facilities  of  the 
Burger  King  Corp.,  located  at  or  near 
San  Jose  and  Santa  Fe  Springs,  CA, 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  Burger  King  Corp.,  for  180 
days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  un¬ 
derlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Burger  King  Corp.,  Distron  Divi¬ 
sion,  9200  South  Dadeland  Boulevard, 
Miami,  FL  33156.  Send  protests  to: 
Alan  C.  Tarrant,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
room  212,  145  East  Amite  Building, 
Jackson,  MS  39201. 

MC  129645  ( Sub-7 1TA),  filed  June  8, 
1978.  Applicant:  BASIL  J.  SMEESTER 
AND  JOSEPH  G.  SMEESTER,  a  part¬ 
nership  d.b.a.  SMEESTER  BROTH¬ 
ERS  TRUCKING,  1330  S.  Jackson 
Street,  Iron  Mountain,  MI  49801.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  H.  G.  Denny  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  By 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Building,  wall  and  insu¬ 
lating  boards,  and  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  installation  thereof 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
the  facilities  of  Armstrong  Cork  Co., 
at  or  near  Macon,  GA,  to  points  in  LA, 
KS,  MI,  MN.  ND.  NE.  SD,  and  WI,  for 
180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting 
shipper:  Armstrong  Cork  Co.,  Liberty 
and  Charlotte  Streets,  Lancaster,  PA 
17604.  Send  protests  to:  C.  R. 
Flemming,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  room 
225,  Federal  Building,  Lansing,  MI 
48933. 

MC  129927  (Sub-5TA),  filed  June  8, 
1978.  Applicant:  JAMERSON 

BROTHERS  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  205,  Appomattox,  VA  24522. 
Representative:  Richard  J.  Lee,  4070 
Falstone  Road,  Richmond,  VA  23234. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  New  fur¬ 
niture  and  furniture  parts,  between 
the  plantsite  of  Armstrong  Furniture 
Division  of  Thomasville  Furniture  In¬ 
dustries,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Appomattox, 
VA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other  points  in  DE,  GA,  IL,  IN,  KY, 
MD.  NJ,  NY,  NC.  OH,  MI,  and  PA, 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  Armstrong  Furniture  Divi¬ 
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sion  of  Thomasville  Furniture  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Armstrong  Furniture  Division 
of  Thomasville  Furniture  Industries, 
Inc.,  Appomattox,  VA.  Send  protests 
to:  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  P.O.  Box  210, 
Roanoke,  VA  24011. 

MC  133959  (Sub-9TA),  filed  June  7, 
1978.  Applicant:  LEWIS  &  MELVIN 
ALBAUGH  d.b.a.  ALBAUGH  TRUCK 
LINE,  123  Main  Street.  P.O.  Box  85, 
Elkhart,  IA  50073.  Representative: 
Thomas  E.  Leahy,  Jr.,  1980  Financial 
Center,  Des  Moines,  IA  50309.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Trailers,  from 
Lee  County,  IA,  to  points  in  AL,  FL, 
GA,  MI,  MS,  NC,  NY,  OH,  PA,  SC,  VA, 
WV,  and  DC,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  with  Fruehauf  Corp.,  for  180 
days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  un¬ 
derlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Fruehauf  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  238,  De¬ 
troit,  MI  48232.  Send  protests  to:  Her¬ 
bert  W.  Allen,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  518  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  Des  Moines,  IA  50309. 

MC  134477  (Sub-244TA),  filed  June 
8,  1978.  Applicant:  SCHANNO 

TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  5  West 
Mendota  Road,  West  St.  Paul,  MN 
55118.  Representative:  Robert  P.  Sack, 
P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St.  Paul,  MN 
55118.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Fresh  meats  from  Milwaukee,  WI,  and 
Geneseo,  IL,  to  Beaver  Heights,  MD, 
for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed 
an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90 
days  of  operating  authority.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  Wisconsin  Beef  Indus¬ 
tries,  P.O.  Box  9002,  Eau  Claire,  WI 
54701.  Send  protests  to:  Delores  A. 
Poe,  Transportation  Assistant,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  414  Federal  Building, 
U.S.  Courthouse,  110  South  Fourth 
Street,  Minneapolis,  MN  55401. 

MC  138869  (Sub-14TA),  filed  June  8, 
1978.  Applicant:  W.  T.  MYLES 
TRANSPORTATION  CO..  P.O.  Box 
321,  4481  Moreland  Avenue,  Conley, 
GA  30027.  Representative:  Archie  B. 
Culbreth,  suite  202,  2200  Century 
Parkway,  Atlanta,  GA  30345.  Authori¬ 
ty  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Plumbing  fit¬ 
tings,  fixtures,  equipment,  materials 
and  supplies,  from  Alliance,  OH,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK,  HI.  OR,  WA,  and  WY),  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
the  Crane  Co.,  for  180  days.  Applicant 
has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seek¬ 
ing  up  to  90  days  of  operating  authori¬ 
ty.  Supporting  shipper:  Crane  Co.,  300 
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Park  Avenue,  New  York,  NY  10022. 
Send  protests  to:  Sara  K.  Davis,  Trans¬ 
portation  Assistant,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  1252  West  Peachtree  Street  NW., 
Atlanta,  GA  30309. 

MC  143329  (Sub-ITA),  filed  June  8, 
1978.  Applicant:  JIM  S.  PAPPAS  d.b.a. 
JIM’S  SERVICE,  8300  West  102d 
Street,  Overland  Park,  KS  66212.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  Arthur  J.  Cera,  Kansas 
City,  MO  64141.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Magazines  from  Lawrence, 
KS,  to  the  commercial  zones  of  John¬ 
ston  City,  IL,  and  Olivette  and  Union, 
MO,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  TV  Guide,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operat¬ 
ing  authority.  Supporting  shipper:  TV 
Guide,  Kansas  City,  MO  64106.  Send 
protests  to:  District  Supervisor  John 
V.  Barry,  room  600,  911  Walnut  Street, 
Kansas  City,  MO  64106. 

MC  144119  (Sub-ITA),  filed  June  8, 
1978.  Applicant:  HANSEN 

CONSOLIDATORS,  INC.,  5986  East 
Slauson  Avenue,  City  of  Commerce, 
CA  90046.  Representative:  Miles  L. 
Kavaller,  Mandel  &  Kaveller,  315 
South  Beverly  Drive,  suite  315,  Bever¬ 
ly  Hills,  CA  90212.Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Those  commodities  usually 
dealt  in  by  health  food  distributors,  in 
motor  vehicles  with  temperature  con¬ 
trol  devices  from  the  facilities  of 
Hansen  Consolidators,  Inc.,  located  at 
or  near  the  City  of  Commerce,  CA, 
and  destined  to  Chicago,  IL, 
Indianapolis,  IN,  Glen  Bumie,  MD, 
Greenfield,  MA,  Detroit  and  Troy,  MI, 
New  York  City,  NY,  North  Bergan, 
NJ,  Akron  and  Cincinnati,  OH,  and 
Cornwells  Heights  and  Philadelphia, 
PA,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
There  are  approximately  (12)  state¬ 
ments  of  support  attached  to  the  ap¬ 
plication  which  may  be  examined  at 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
at  Washington,  DC.  or  copies  thereof 
which  may  be  examined  at  the  field 
office  named  below.  Send  protests  to: 
Irene  Carlos,  Transportation  Assist¬ 
ant,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  room  1321,  Federal  Building,  300 
North  Los  Angeles  Street,  Los  Angeles, 
CA  90012. 

MC  144573  (Sub-ITA),  filed  June  7, 
1978.  Applicant:  EL- JEN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  522, 
Northfield,  IL  60093.  Representative: 
William  J.  Boyd,  600  Enterprise  Dr., 
suite  222,  Oak  Erook,  IL  60521.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Such  equip¬ 
ment,  materials,  and  supplies  used  or 
usable  in  the  operation  and  mainte¬ 


nance  of  theatrical  and/or  musical 
productions  or  exhibitions,  between 
points  in  the  United  States,  including 
AK  and  HI,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  with  Jack  E.  Goudie,  General 
Manager,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Jack  E.  Goudie,  General  Man¬ 
ager,  Chicago  Music,  Inc.,  9120  Sunset 
Boulevard,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90069. 
Send  protests  to:  Louis  M.  Stahl, 
Transportation  Assistant,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  219  South 
Dearborn  St.,  room  1386,  Chicago,  IL 
60604. 

MC  144725  (Sub-ITA),  filed  May  26, 
1978.  Applicant:  MONROE  DELIV¬ 
ERY  AND  DISTRIBUTION,  INC., 
6885  Northwest  25th  Street,  Miami, 
FL  33122.  Representative:  Robert  J. 
Dagg,  1023  Venetia  Avenue,  Coral 
Gables,  FL  33134.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  General  commodities  (except 
those  of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  between  points  and  places 
in  Dade  and  Broward  Counties,  FL,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  to  and  from  Shipper 
Association  members,  for  180  days. 
There  is  no  environmental  impact  in¬ 
volved  in  this  application.  Applicant 
has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seek¬ 
ing  up  to  90  days  of  operating  authori¬ 
ty.  Supporting  shipper:  Greater  Miami 
Shippers  Association,  Inc.,  6885  North¬ 
west  25th  Street,  Miami,  FL  33122. 
Send  protests  to:  Donna  M.  Jones, 
Transportation  Assistant,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Monterey 

Building,  suite  101,  8410  Northwest 
53rd  Terrace,  Miami,  FL  33166. 

MC  144816TA,  filed  May  26,  1978. 
Applicant:  PARCEL  DELIVERY 

SERVICE,  9  Mullin  Street,  Cumber¬ 
land,  MD  21502.  Representative: 
Martin  B.  Lessans,  16  Crain  Hwy, 
Northwest,  Glen  Bumie.  MD  21061. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Merchan¬ 
dise,  equipment  and  supplies  sold, 
used,  or  distributed  by  a  manufacturer 
of  cosmetics,  for  the  account  of  Avon 
Products,  Inc.  Deliveries  made  to  pri¬ 
vate  homes  and  apartments.  Between 
Newark,  DE,  and  the  following  coun¬ 
ties  in  PA:  Bedford,  Fulton,  and  Som¬ 
erset;  the  following  counties  in  MD: 
Allegany,  Garrett,  and  Washington; 
the  following  counties  in  VA:  Clarke, 
Frederick,  Page,  Shenandoah,  and 
Warren;  and  the  following  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  counties:  Barbour,  Berkeley, 
Calhoun,  Doddridge,  Gilmer,  Grant, 
Hampshire,  Hardy,  Harrison,  Jeffer¬ 
son,  Lewis,  Marion,  Mineral, 
Monongalia,  Morgan,  Pendleton, 
Pleasants,  Preston,  Randolph,  Ritchie, 
Taylor,  Tucker,  Upshur,  Wirt  and 


Wood,  under  a  continuing  contract 
with  Avon  Products,  Inc.  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Avon  Products, 
Inc.,  Ogeltown  Road,  Newark,  DE 
19711.  Send  protests  to:  J.  A. 
Niggermyer,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  415  Old 
Post  Office  Building,  Wheeling,  WV 
26003. 

MC  144857TA,  filed  June  8,  1978. 
Applicant:  SWIFT  SURE  COURIER 
SERVICE,  LTD.,  2401  Royal  Windsor 
Drive,  Oakville,  ON,  Canada  L6J4Z2. 
Representative:  V.  S.  C.  Simpson 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Important  and 
critical  documents,  payrolls,  small 
parcels  (excluding  drugs,  jewelry,  ne¬ 
gotiable  securities,  cash)  via  auto¬ 
mobile  only,  from  points  of  entry  at  or 
near  Buffalo,  NY,  and  Detroit,  MI,  to 
all  points  in  the  United  States  exclud¬ 
ing  AK  and  HI,  for  180  days.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  Ford  Motor  Co.,  One 
Parklane  Boulevard,  Parkline  Towers- 
East,  suite  200,  Dearborn,  MI  48126. 
Send  protests  to:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
910  Federal  Building,  111  West  Huron 
Street,  Buffalo,  NY  14202. 

MC  144870TA,  filed  June  8,  1978. 
Applicant:  MERRILL  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1023,  Salisbury,  NC 
28144.  Representative:  George  W. 
Clapp,  Registered  Practitioner,  P.O. 
Box  836,  Taylors,  SC  29687.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Malt  beverages, 
in  containers,  from  Detroit,  MI,  and 
points  in  its  commercial  zone,  to 
points  in  Rowan  County,  NC,  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Merrill  Wholesale  Corp.,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operat¬ 
ing  authority.  Supporitng  shipper: 
Merrill  Wholesale  Corp.,  P.O.  Box 
1023,  Salisbury,  NC  28144.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  District  Supervisor  Terrell 
Price,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  800  Briar  Creek  Road,  room 
CC516,  Charlotte,  NC  28205. 

By  the  Commission. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20166  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  am] 
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[Notice  No.  124] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY  AUTHORITY 
APPLICATIONS 

July  20, 1978. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 
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Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
provisions  of  49  CFR  1131.3.  These 
rules  provide  that  an  original  and  six 
(6)  copies  of  protests  to  an  application 
may  be  filed  with  the  field  official 
named  in  the  Federal  Register  publi¬ 
cation  r.o  later  than  the  15th  calendar 
day  after  the  date  the  notice  of  the 
filing  of  the  application  is  published  in 
the  Federal  Register.  One  copy  of  the 
protest  must  be  served  on  the  appli¬ 
cant,  or  its  authorized  representative, 
if  any,  and  the  protestant  must  certify 
that  such  service  has  been  made.  The 
protest  must  identify  the  operating 
authority  upon  which  it  is  predicated, 
specifying  the  "MC”  docket  and  “Sub” 
number  and  quoting  the  particular 
portion  of  authority  upon  which  it 
relies.  Also,  the  protestant  shall  speci¬ 
fy  the  service  it  can  and  will  provide 
and  the  amount  and  type  of  equip¬ 
ment  it  will  make  available  for  use  in 
connection  with  the  service  contem¬ 
plated  by  the  TA  application.  The 
weight  accorded  a  protest  shall  be  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  completeness  and  perti¬ 
nence  of  the  protestant’s  information. 

Except  as  otherwise  specifically 
noted,  each  applicant  states  that  there 
will  be  no  significant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  re¬ 
sulting  from  approval  of  its  applica¬ 
tion. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  DC,  and 
also  in  the  ICC  Field  Office  to  which 
protests  are  to  be  transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

MC  1846  <Sub-12TA),  filed  June  2, 
1978.  Applicant:  W.  D.  KIBLER 
TRUCKING  CO.,  60  South  State 
Street,  Indianapolis,  IN  46201.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Donald  W.  Smith,  P.O.  Box 
40659,  Suite  945-9000  Keystone  Cross¬ 
ing,  Indianapolis,  IN  46240.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Such  merchan¬ 
dise  as  is  dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail, 
and  chain  grocery  and  food  business 
houses  and  in  connection  therewith, 
equipment,  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  conduct  of  such  business, 
between  Indianapolis  and  Terre 
Haute,  IN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Christian,  Fulton, 
Macon,  Madison,  Morgan.  Peoria, 
Sangamon  and  Tazewell  Counties,  IL, 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  The  Great  Atlantic  &  Pa¬ 
cific  Tea  Co.,  Inc.,  for  180  days.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  The 
Great  Atlantic  &  Pacific  Tea  Co.,  Inc., 
2  Paragon  Drive,  Montvale,  NJ  07645. 
Send  protests  to:  Beverly  J.  Williams, 
Transportation  Assistant,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Federal  Build¬ 


ing  and  U.S.  Courthouse,  46  East  Ohio 
Street,  Room  429,  Indianapolis,  IN 
46204. 

MC  2095  (Sub-16TA),  filed  May  10, 
1978.  Applicant:  KEIM  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION,  INC.,  420  North  Sixth,  R.  F. 
D.  2,  Box  10.  Sabetha,  KS  66534.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  Clyde  N.  Christey,  Kansas 
Credit  Union  Building,  Suite  110L, 
1010  Tyler,  Topeka,  KS  66612.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Gypsum 
and  gypsum  products  and  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  installation 
and  distribution  thereof,  from  the 
plantsite  and  warehouses  of  Georgia- 
Pacific  Corp.,  Gypsum  Division,  locat¬ 
ed  at  or  near  Cuba,  MO,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  of  America  (except 
HI),  and;  (2)  Materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture,  in¬ 
stallation  or  application  of  Gypsum 
and  gypsum  products,  from  points  in 
the  United  States  of  America  (except 
HI),  to  the  plantsite  and  warehouses 
of  Georgia-Pacific  Corp.,  Gypsum  Di¬ 
vision,  located  at  or  near  Cuba,  MO, 
for  180  days.  Applicant  states  it  does 
not  intend  to  tack  or  interline.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Georgia-Pacific  Corp., 
Gypsum  Division,  1062  Lancaster 
Avenue,  Rosemont,  PA  19101.  Send 
protests  to:  Thomas  P.  O’Brien,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  147  Federal  Building  and  U.S. 
Courthouse.  444  Southeast  Quincy, 
Topeka,  KS  66683. 

MC  26396  (Sub-179TA),  filed  May 
12,  1978.  Applicant:  POPELKA 

TRUCKING  CO..  d.b.a.  THE 
WAGGONERS,  P.O.  Box  990,  Living¬ 
ston,  MT  59047.  Representative:  Brad¬ 
ford  E.  Kistler,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lin¬ 
coln,  NE  68501.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Iron  and  steel  articles,  from 
Sterling,  IL,  and  points  in  its  commer¬ 
cial  zone  to  points  in  WI,  MO,  IA,  MN, 
ND.  SD,  and  NE  (except  Norfolk,  NE), 
KS.  CO,  WY,  MT,  ID,  and  UT,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Lanny 
Munz,  Assistant  Manager,  Transporta¬ 
tion  Services,  Northwestern  Steel  and 
Wire  Co.,  121  Wallace  Street,  Sterling, 
IL  61081.  Send  protests  to:  Paul  J. 
Labane,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  2602  First 
Avenue  North,  Billings.  MT  59101. 

MC  26396  (Sub-180TA),  filed  May 
12,  1978.  Applicant:  POPELKA 

TRUCKING  CO.,  d.b.a.  THE 
WAGGONERS,  P.O.  Box  990,  Living¬ 
ston,  MT  59047.  Representative:  Brad¬ 
ford  E.  Kistler,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lin¬ 
coln,  NE  68501.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Agricultural  chemicals, 

(except  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from 


Mendota,  IL,  and  points  in  its  commer¬ 
cial  zone  to  points  on  the  Internation¬ 
al  Boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada  located  in  MN,  ND, 
MT,  ID,  and  WA,  on  traffic  moving  in 
foreign  commerce,  for  180  days.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  Bruce  E. 
Ruoff,  Transportation  Analyst,  Eli 
Lilly  Inter-America,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  32, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46206.  Send  protests 
to:  Paul  J.  Labane,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
2602  First  Avenue,  North,  Billings.  MT 
59101. 

MC  41098  (Sub-860TA),  filed  June  5. 
1978.  Applicant:  GLOBAL  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  No.  1.  Global  Way,  Ana¬ 
heim,  CA  92803.  Representative:  Alan 
F.  Wohlstetter,  1700  K  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Helicopter  air¬ 
craft,  factory  new,  and  components 
thereof,  in  van  trailers,  from  the 
plantsite  of  Sikorsky  Aircraft,  Division 
of  United  Technologies,  at  Bridgeport, 
CT,  to  West  Palm  Beach,  FL,  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Sikorsky  Aircraft,  Division  of  United 
Technologies,  at  Bridgeport,  CT,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Sikorsky 
Aircraft  Division,  United  Technol¬ 
ogies,  North  Main  Route  110,  Strat¬ 
ford,  CT  06602.  Send  protests  to:  Irene 
Carlos,  Transportation  Assistant,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Room 
1321  Federal  Building,  300  North  Los 
Angeles  Street,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90012. 

MC  58035  (Sub-17TA),  filed  April  19. 
1978.  Applicant:  TRANS-WESTERN 
EXPRESS,  LTD.,  48  East  56th 
Avenue,  Denver,  CO  80216.  Represent¬ 
ative:  Charles  J.  Kimball,  350  Capitol 
Life  Center,  1600  Sherman  Street, 
Denver,  CO  80203.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Electric  household 
appliances  and  equipment';  kitchen 
and  bathroom  appliances  and  equip¬ 
ment;  oral  hygiene  appliances  and 
equipment;  hydro  therapy  equipment; 
sink  and  shower  fixtures;  smoke 
alarms;  food  processing  machines;  and 
filters,  (except  in  bulk),  from  facilities 
of  Teledyne  Water  Pik  at  Larimer 
County,  CO,  to  points  in  NJ,  NY,  MD, 
PA,  DE,  MA,  OH,  VA,  CT,  RI,  WV, 
and  DC  and  (2)  Materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
or  distribution  of  the  commodities 
named  in  (1)  above,  (except  in  bulk), 
from  destination  points  named  in  (1) 
above,  to  the  facilities  of  Teledyne 
Water  Pik  located  in  Larimer  County, 
CO,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to 
90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Teledyne  Water  Pik, 
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1730  East  Prospect  Street,  Ft.  Collins, 
CO  80521.  Send  protests  to:  Roger  L. 
Buchanan,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  429  U.S. 
Customs  House,  721  19th  Street, 
Denver,  CO  80202. 

MC  59856  (Sub-80TA),  filed  April  19, 
1978.  Applicant:  SALT  CREEK 
FREIGHTWAYS,  P.O.  Box  39, 
Casper,  WY  82601.  Representative: 
John  R.  Davidson,  Davidson,  Veeder, 
Baugh  &  Broeder,  Suite  805  Midland 
Bank  Building,  Billings,  MT  59101.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commod¬ 
ities  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment),  between  Garri¬ 
son,  MT,  and  Helena,  MT:  From  Garri¬ 
son  over  U.S.  Hwy  12  to  Helena,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  no 
intermediate  points.  Between  Butte, 
MT  and  Helena,  MT,  from  Butte  over 
Interstate  15  and  U.S.  Hwy  91  to 
Helena,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  no  intermediate  points. 
Between  Great  Falls,  MT  and  Helena, 
MT,  from  Great  Falls  over  Interstate 
15  to  Helena,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  no  intermediate 
points.  Between  Three  Forks,  MT  and 
Townsend,  MT,  from  Three  Forks  over 
U.S.  Hwy  287  to  Townsend,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points.  As  alternate  routes  to 
applicant’s  otherwise  authorized  regu¬ 
lar  routes,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking 
up  to  90  days  of  operating  authority. 
Supporting  shipperr  There  are  ap¬ 
proximately  (29)  statements  of  sup¬ 
port  attached  to  the  application  which 
may  be  examined  at  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  or  copies  thereof  which  may 
be  examined  at  the  field  office  named 
below.  Send  protests  to:  Paul  A. 
Naughton,%  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Room 
105,  Federal  Building  and  Courthouse, 
111  South  Wolcott,  Casper,  WY  82601. 

MC  95084  (Sub-120TA),  filed  June  1, 
1978.  Applicant:  HOVE  TRUCK  LINE, 
Stanhope,  IA  50246.  Representative: 
Kenneth  F.  Dudley,  P.O.  Box  279, 
Ottumwa,  IA  52501.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Steel  forms  for  con¬ 
crete  construction,  from  the  facilities 
of  Economy  Forms  Corp.  at  Des 
Moines,  IA  to  points  in  AL,  DE,  FL, 
GA,  KY,  LA,  MD,  MI,  MS,  NH,  NY, 
NC,  OH,  PA,  SC,  TN,  TX,  VA  and  WV; 
and  (2)  Iron  and  steel  articles,  from 
Chicago,  IL,  and  Detroit,  MI,  to  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Economy  Forms  Corp.  at 
Des  Moines,  IA,  for  180  days.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  Economy  Forms  Corp., 


4301  NE.,  14th  Street,  Des  Moines,  IA 
50316.  Send  protests  to:  Herbert  W. 
Allen,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations.  Interstate  Commerce 
Commisssion,  518  Federal  Bulding, 
Des  Moines,  IA  50309. 

MC  103051  (Sub-442TA),  filed  May 
12,  1978.  Applicant:  FLEET  TRANS¬ 
PORT  COMPANY,  INC.,  934-44th 
Avenue,  North,  Nashville,  TN  37209. 
Representative:  Russell  E.  Stone,  P.O. 
Box  90408,  Nashville,  TN  37209.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  comma  ;•» 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Animal  oils 
(in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from 
Tupelo,  MS,  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  FL, 
GA,  IN,  IL,  LA,  SC,  and  TN  (except 
Chattanooga),  NJ  and  OK,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Mid-South 
Packers,  Inc.,  P.O.  Drawer  829, 
Tupelo,  MS  38801.  Send  protests  to: 
Glenda  Kuss  Transportation  Assist¬ 
ant,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Suite  A-422, 
U.S.  Courthouse,  801  Broadway,  Nash¬ 
ville,  TN  37203. 

MC  109818  (Sub-24TA),  filed  June  5, 
1978.  Applicant:  WENGER  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3427,  3909 
West  Rusholme,  Davenport,  IA  52808. 
Representative:  Larry  D.  Knox,  600 
Hubbell  Building,  Des  Moines,  IA 
50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Malt  beverages  and  related  advertising 
materials,  from  Jefferson  County,  CO, 
to  points  in  IA,  and  (2)  empty  contain¬ 
ers  and  materials  for  recycling,  from 
points  in  IA  to  points  in  Jefferson 
County,  CO,  for  180  days.  Applicant 
has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seek¬ 
ing  up  to  90  days  of  operating  authori¬ 
ty.  Supporting  shipper:  Adolph  Coors 
Co.,  Golden,  CO  80401.  Send  protests 
to:  Herbert  W.  Allen,  District  Supervi¬ 
sor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  518  Federal 
Building,  Des  Moines,  IA  50309. 

MC  114273  (Sub-365TA),  filed  April 
7,  1978.  Applicant:  CRST,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  68,  3930-16th  Avenue,  Cedar 
Rapids,  IA  52406.  Representative: 
Kenneth  L.  Core  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Rubber  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles),  from  the  facilities  of  Goodyear 
Tire  and  Rubber  Co.,  at  or  near  Lin¬ 
coln,  NE,  to  Mt.  Pleasant,  IA.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  remove  the 
tacking  point  of  Cedar  Rapids,  IA.  (2) 
Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by-prod¬ 
ucts,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  sections 
A  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Armour  and  Co.,  at  or  near 


Omaha,  NE,  to  Waterloo,  IA.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  remove  the 
tacking  point  of  Cedar  Rapids,  I  A.  (3) 
General  Commodities,  from  Chicago, 
IL,  to  points  in  IA  within  100  miles  of 
Cedar  Rapids,  IA.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  remove  the  tacking  point  of 
Cedar  Rapids,  IA.  (4)  Such  commod¬ 
ities  as  are  dealt  in  by  wholesale, 
retail,  or  chain  grocery  stores,  between 
Chicago,  IL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Fargo,  ND,  points  in  that 
part  of  KS  on  and  east  of  MN  Hwy  15 
and  on  and  south  of  MN  Hwy  95,  and 
Duluth,  MN,  points  in  that  part  of  KS 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Hwy  81;  and  points 
in  that  part  of  MO  on  and  north  of 
U.S.  Hwy  50  and  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Hwy  63.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  tacking  points  of  Mar¬ 
shalltown,  and  Clinton,  IA.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Herbert  W.  Allen,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  518  Fed¬ 
eral  Building.  Des  Moines,  IA  50309. 

MC  115730  (Sub-52TA),  filed  May 
12,  1978.  Applicant:  THE  MICKOW 
CORP.,  P.O.  Box  1774,  Des  Moines,  IA 
50306.  Representative:  Cecil  L. 
Goettsch,  1100  Des  Moines  Building, 
Des  Moines,  IA  50309.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Iron  and  steel  ar¬ 
ticles,  from  Norfolk,  NE,  to  points  in 
CO,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETTA  seeking  up  to 
90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Nucor  Steel  Division 
of  Nucor  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  59,  Norfolk, 
NE  68701.  Send  protests  to:  Herbert 
W.  Allen,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  518  Federal  Building,  Des 
Moines,  IA  50309. 

MC  116457  (Sub-32TA),  filed  May  2, 
1978.  Applicant:  GENERAL  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  1804  South  27th 
Avenue,  P.O.  Box  6484,  Phoenix,  AZ 
85005.  Representative:  D.  Parker 
Crosby,  1710  South  27th  Avenue,  P.O. 
Box  6484,  Phoenix,  AZ  85005.  Authori¬ 
ty  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Wastepaper, 

waste  cardboard,  waste  newsprint  and 
wastepaper  products  for  reuse  or  recy¬ 
cling,  packaged  in  bales,  rolls  or  car¬ 
tons,  (except  those  commodities  to  be 
hauled  in  bulk  or  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  Maricopa  and  Pima  Counties, 
AZ;  Bernalillo  and  Santa  Fe  Counties, 
NM;  Salt  Lake,  Weber  and  Utah  Coun¬ 
ties,  UT;  Denver,  El  Paso  and  Pueblo 
Counties,  CO,  to  El  Paso  County,  TX; 
from  Clark  County,  NV,  to  Contra 
Costa  County,  CA,  for  180  days.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  Ecology 
Paper  Co.,  420  South  48th  Street, 
Phoenix,  AZ  85084.  Send  protests  to: 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  43,  NO.  140— THURSDAY,  JULY  20,  1978 


NOTICES 


31301 


Andrew  V.  Baylor  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Room  2020  Federal  Building,  230 
North  First  Avenue,  Phoenix,  A Z 
85025. 

MC  117119  (Sub-688TA)  filed  May 
12,  1978.  Applicant:  WILLIS  SHAW 
FROZEN  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
188,  Elm  Springs,  AR  72728.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  M.  M.  Geffon.  P.O.  Box  338, 
Willingboro,  NJ  08046.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs, 

(except  in  bulk),  from  Millville,  NJ,  to 
Los  Angeles  and  Oakland,  CA;  Denver, 
CO,  and  their  respective  commercial 
zones,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to 
90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  The  Gorton  Group 
Division  of  General  Mills,  Inc.,  327 
Main  Street,  Gloucester,  MA  01930. 
Send  protests  to:  William  H.  Land,  Jr., 
District  Supervisor,  3108  Federal 
Office  Building.  70  West  Capitol, 
Little  Rock.  AR  72201. 

MC  118838  (Sub-29TA)  filed  June  2, 
1978.  Applicant:  GABOR  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  INC.,  Rural  Route  No.  4,  Box 
124B,  Detroit  Lakes,  MN  56501.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Richard  P.  Anderson,  502 
First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  ND 
58102.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Plastic  pipe,  fittings  and  accessories 
used  in  the  installation  thereof, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles  and  except  plastic  pipe  and 
fittings  used  in  or  in  connection  with 
the  discovery,  development,  distribu¬ 
tion  of  natural  gas  and  petroleum  and 
their  products  and  by-products),  from 
the  facilities  of  Cresline  Plastic  Pipe 
Co.,  Inc.,  at  Council  Bluffs,  IA,  to 
points  in  CO,  ID,  IL,  KS,  MI,  MN,  MO, 
MT,  NE,  ND.  OK.  SD.  WI,  and  WY, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Cresline  Plastic  Pipe  Co.,  Inc.,  955  Dia¬ 
mond  Avenue,  Evansville,  IN  47708. 
Send  protests  to:  Ronald  R.  Mau,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Room  268  Federal  Building  & 
U.S.  Post  Office,  657  2nd  Avenue 
North,  Fargo,  ND  58102. 

MC  118989  (Sub-193TA),  filed  May 
12.  1978.  Applicant:  CONTAINER 

TRANSIT.  INC.,  5223  South  9th 
Street,  Milwaukee,  WI  53221.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Rolland  K.  Draves  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Plastic  containers,  plas¬ 
tic  container  components,  and  materi¬ 
als,  equipment  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture,  sale  and  distribution 
of  plastic  containers,  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Owens-Illinois  located  in  Flor¬ 
ence  Industrial  Park,  Florence,  KY,  to 
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Chicago,  IL,  for  180  days.  Applicant 
has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seek¬ 
ing  up  to  90  days  of  operating  authori¬ 
ty.  Supporting  shippers:  (1)  SRP 
Corp.,  1400  W.  Commercial  Boulevard, 
Ft.  Lauderdale,  FL  (C.  E.  Means)  and 
(2)  Owens-Illinois,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1035, 
Toledo,  OH  43666  (Jack  R.  Simmons). 
Send  protests  to:  Gail  Daugherty, 
Transportation  Assistant,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  U.S.  Federal  Building  and 
Courthouse,  517  East  Wisconsin 
Avenue,  room  619,  Milwaukee,  WI 
53202. 

MC  119493  (Sub-209TA),  filed  June 
2,  1978.  Applicant:  MONKEM  COM¬ 
PANY,  INC.,  Box  1196,  West  20th 
Street  Road,  Joplin,  MO  64801.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Lawrence  F.  Kloeppel  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Roofing  gran¬ 
ules  (except  liquid  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles),  from  Annapolis,  MO,  to  Little 
Rock,  AR;  and  (2)  Asphalt  roofing, 
building  materials  and  materials  and, 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and/ 
or  installation  thereof  (except  liquid 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  between  Me¬ 
ridian,  MS,  and  AR,  IL,  KY,  MO,  TN, 
non-radial  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking 
up  to  90  days  of  operating  authority. 
Supporting  shipper:  Masonite  Corp., 
Valley  Road,  Meridian,  MS  39301. 
Send  protests  to:  John  V.  Barry,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  600  Federal  Building, 
911  Walnut  Street,  Kansas  City,  MO 
64106. 

MC  120028  (Sub-llTA),  filed  May 
12.  1978.  Applicant:  CRAW  CART¬ 
ING,  INC.,  160  Despatch  Drive,  P.O. 
Box  267,  East  Rochester,  NY  14445. 
Representative:  Herbert  M.  Canter, 
305  Montgomery  Street,  Syracuse,  NY 
13202.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  'common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Plastic  articles  (except  in  bulk),  from 
the  facilities  of  Mobil  Chemical  Co., 
Plastics  Division  at  Canandaigua,  NY, 
to  Elizabethtown,  PA,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operat¬ 
ing  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Mobil  Chemical  Co.,  Plastics  Division, 
Macedon,  NY  14502.  Send  protests  to: 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
U.S.  Courthouse  and  Federal  Building, 
100  South  Clinton  Street,  Room  1259, 
Syracuse,  NY  13260. 

MC  120427  (Sub-17TA),  filed  June  5. 
1978.  Applicant:  WILLIAMS  TRANS¬ 
FER.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  488,  2128  East 
Highway  30,  Grand  Island.  NE  68801. 
Representative:  John  K.  Walker, 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Iron,  steel  and 
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aluminum  articles,  from  Chicago,  IL, 
and  commercial  zone  thereof  to  points 
in  the  State  of  NE,  for  180  days.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  There  are 
approximately  (4)  statements  of  sup¬ 
port  attached  to  the  application  which 
may  be  examined  at  the  Interstate 
Couimerce  Commission  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC,  or  copies  thereof  which  may 
be  examined  at  the  field  office  named 
below.  Send  protests  to:  Max  H.  John¬ 
ston,  District  Supervisor,  285  Federal 
Building  and  Courthouse,  100  Centen¬ 
nial  Mall  North.  Lincoln,  NE  68508. 

MC  125335  (Sub-21TA),  filed  June  5, 
1978.  Applicant:  GOOD-WAY,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  2283,  York,  PA  17405.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Gailyn  L.  Larsen,  521  South 
14th  Street,  P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln, 
NE  68501.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Foodstuffs  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  the  facilities  of  Campbell 
Soup  Co.,  at  or  near  Napoleon,  OH,  to 
Chicago,  IL,  and  Camden,  NJ,  and 
points  in  their  respective  commercial 
zones,  and  points  in  the  States  of  IN, 
MI,  NY,  PA  and  WV,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Campbell  Soup 
Co.,  East  Maumee  Avenue,  Napoleon, 
OH  43545.  Send  protests  to:  Charles  F. 
Myers,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  P.O.  Box  869, 
Federal  Square  Station,  228  Walnut 
Street,  Harrisburg,  PA  17108. 

MC  129759  (Sub-24TA),  filed  April 
21,  1978.  Applicant:  TRIANGLE 

TRUCKING  CO.,  P.O.  Box  490, 
McKees  Rocks,  PA  15136.  Representa¬ 
tive:  A.  Charles  Tell,  George,  Greek, 
King,  McMahon  &  McConnaughey. 
100  East  Broad  Street,  Suite  1800,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  OH  43215.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Wire  and  wire  prod¬ 
ucts,  from  the  facilities  of  National 
Wire  Products  Corp.  at  (A)  Baltimore, 

MD,  to  points  in  CT,  DE,  FL,  GA,  IN, 

KY,  ME,  MA,  MI,  NH,  NJ,  NY,  NC, 
OH,  PA,  RI.  SC,  VT,  VA,  WV,  and  DC; 
(B)  Tampa,  FL,  to  points  in  CT,  DE, 
GA,  MD,  MA,  NJ,  NC,  PA,  RI,  TN,  VA, 
and  WV,  and  those  in  NY  on  and 
south  of  NY  Hwy  7,  and  DC;  (C)  At¬ 
lanta,  GA,  to  points  in  AL,  CT,  DE, 
KY,  MD,  MA,  NJ,  NC,  PA,  RI,  SC,  TN. 
VA,  WV,  and  those  in  NY  on  and 
s  uth  of  NY  Hwy  7  and  DC;  and  (D) 
Savannah,  GA,  to  points  in  MA,  AL, 
CT,  DE,  FL,  KY,  MD,  NJ,  NC,  PA,  RI. 
SC,  TN,  VA,  and  WV  and  those  in  NY 
on  and  south  of  NY  Hwy  7,  and  DC; 
and  (2)  Materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  wire  and  wire 
products  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  points  in  the  same  destination 
States  to  the  same  corresponding 
origin  facilities  in  Part  (1)  above. 
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under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  National  Wire  Products 
Corp.,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to 
90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  National  Wire  Prod¬ 
ucts  Corp.,  Fischer  Road  and  Penn 
Central  Railroad,  Baltimore,  MD 
21222.  Send  protests  to:  John  J.  Eng¬ 
land,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  2111  Federal 
Building,  1000  Liberty  Avenue,  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  PA  15222. 

MC  134280  (Sub-5TA),  filed  June  5, 
1978.  Applicant:  YOUNG’S  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  1501  North  Warwick 
Avenue,  Baltimore,  MD  21216.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Brian  S.  Stem,  2425  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Suite  327,  Arlington,  VA 
22201.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Ferrous  scrap  metals,  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  United  Iron  and  Metal,  Inc.,  at 
Baltimore,  MD,  to  Milton,  PA,  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
United  Iron  and  Metal,  Inc.,  Balti¬ 
more,  MD,  for  150  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking 
up  to  90  days  of  operating  authority. 
Supporting  shipper:  Mr.  Gray  Bean, 
Traffic  Manager,  United  Iron  &  Metal, 
Inc.,  630  South  Catherine  Street,  Bal¬ 
timore,  MD  21223.  Send  protests  to: 
William  L.  Hughes,  District  Supervi¬ 
sor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
814-B  Federal  Building,  Baltimore, 
MD  21201. 

MC  134592  (Sub-13TA),  filed  May 
12,  1978.  Applicant:  HERB  MOORE 
AND  HAZEL  MOORE,  d.b.a.  H  &  H 
TRUCKING  CO.,  10360  North  Van¬ 
couver  Way,  Portland,  OR  97211.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  Philip  G.  Skofstad,  P.O. 
Box  594,  Gresham,  OR  97030.  Authori¬ 
ty  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Malt  beverages 
and  wine,  from  Los  Angeles,  Fairfield, 
Van  Nuys  and  Napa,  CA,  to  points  in 
Snohomish  County,  WA,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operat¬ 
ing  authority.  Supporting  shippers:  (1) 
Crown  Dist.  Co.,  Inc.,  3326  Paine 
Street,  Everett,  WA  98201.  (2)  Friend¬ 
ly  Distributors,  Inc.,  2202  Wall  Street, 
Everett,  WA  98201.  (3)  Bay  Distribut¬ 
ing  Co.,  Inc.,  3302  Smith  Street,  Ever¬ 
ett,  WA  98206.  Send  protests  to:  R.  V. 
Dubay,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  114  Pioneer  Courthouse, 
Portland,  OR  97204. 

MC  134755  (Sub-148TA),  filed  June 
5,  1978.  Applicant:  CHARTER  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3772,  1959 
East  Turner  Street,  Springfield,  MO 
65804.  Representative:  Larry  D.  Knox, 
600  Hubbell  Building,  Des  Moines,  IA. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 


Malt  beverages  and  related  advertising 
materials,  from  Jefferson  County,  CO, 
to  points  in  MO;  and  (2)  Empty  con¬ 
tainers  and  materials  for  recycling, 
from  points  in  MO,  to  points  in  Jeffer¬ 
son  County,  CO,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Adolph  Coors  Co., 
Golden,  CO.  Send  protests  to:  John  V. 
Barry,  District  Supervisor,  Room  600, 
911  Walnut  Street,  Kansas  City,  MO 
64106. 

MC  134922  (Sub-264TA),  filed  May 
12,  1978.  Applicant:  B.  J.  McADAMS, 
INC.,  Route  6,  Box  15,  North  Little 
Rock,  AR  72118.  Representative:  Bob 
McAdams,  Route  6,  Box  15,  North 
Little  Rock,  AR  72218.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Small  arms  am¬ 
munition  ( except  classes  A  and  B)  and 
related  parts  and  components,  be¬ 
tween  Bridgeport,  CT,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AR, 
MS,  and  LA,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Remington  Arms  Co.,  Inc., 
939  Bamum  Avenue,  Bridgeport,  CT 
06602.  Send  protests  to:  William  H. 
Land,  Jr.,  District  Supervisor,  3108 
Federal  Office  Building,  700  West 
Capitol,  Little  Rock,  AR  72201. 

By  the  Commission. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20167  Filed  7-19-78;  8:45  ami 

[7035-10] 

[Finance  Docket  No.  287751 
PUGET  SOUND  TUG  A  BARGE  CO.  AND 
DRUMMOND  LIGHTERAGE  CO. 

Transfer  of  Certificate;  Correction 

Prior  notice  published  in  the  July  3, 
1978,  issue  of  the  Federal  Register, 
on  page  28885  should  read  as  follows: 
Puget  Sound  Tug  &  Barge  Co.  and 
Drummond  Lighterage  Co.,  2401 
Fourth  Avenue,  Seattle,  WA  98111, 
represented  by  John  Cunningham, 
Kominers,  Fort,  Schlefer  &  Boyer, 
1776  F  Street  NW.,  Suite  500,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC  20006  and  Wiliam  F. 
Roush,  Vice  President,  Common  Carri¬ 
er  Rates  and  Regulations,  Crowley 
Maritime  Corp.,  1  Market  Plaza,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94105,  hereby  give 
notice  that  on  the  30th  day  of  May 
1978,  they  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC,  an  application  under  section 
5(2)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
for  an  order  approving  and  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  transfer  of  the  operating 
rights  of  Puget  Sound  Tug  &  Barge 
Co.  to  Drummond  Lighterage  Co. 

Applicants,  Puget  Sound  Tug  Si 
Barge  Co.  and  Drummond  Lighterage 
Co.  seek  Commission  approval  for  the 
transfer  from  Puget  to  Drummond  of 
Certificate  No.  W-586  (Sub-5)  and  of 
the  authority  in  No.  W-586  (Sub-8), 
where  the  application  has  been  grant¬ 
ed  but  the  certificate  has  not  yet  been 
issued.  Puget’s  Certificate  W-586  (Sub- 


51  authorizes  operation  as  a  common 
carrier  by  water  in  freighting  and 
towing  of  general  commodities  in  Pa¬ 
cific  coastwise  service  and  of  oversize 
articles  in  intercoastal  and  Atlantic- 
gulf  coastwise  service.  In  No.  W-586 
(Sub-8)  Puget  was  granted  authority 
to  use  self-propelled  vessels  to  perform 
its  oversize  articles  service.  Applicant, 
Drummond  under  Certificate  No.  W- 
580  is  authorized  to  perform  freight 
car  ferry  service  between  specified 
points  on  Puget  Sound  and  adjacent 
waters. 

Application  has  not  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

In  the  opinion  of  the  applicants,  the 
granting  of  the  authority  sought  will 
not  constitute  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  within  the 
meaning  of  the  National  Environmen¬ 
tal  Policy  Act  of  1969.  In  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  regulations  (49 
CFR  1108.8)  in  Ex  Parte  No.  55  (Sub- 
4),  Implementation— National  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Policy  Act,  1969,  352  ICC 
451  (1976),  any  protests  may  include  a 
statement  indicating  the  presence  or 
absence  of  any  effect  of  the  requested 
Commission  action  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment.  If  any  such 
effect  is  alleged  to  be  present,  the 
statement  shall  indicate  with  specific 
data  the  exact  nature  and  degree  of 
the  anticipated  impact.  See  Implemen¬ 
tation-National  Environmental  Policy 
Act,  1969,  supra,  p.  487. 

Interested  persons  may  participate 
formally  in  a  proceeding  by  submitting 
written  comments  regarding  the  appli¬ 
cation.  Such  submissions  shall  indicate 
the  proceeding  designation  Finance 
Docket  No.  28775  and  the  original  and 
two  copies  thereof  shall  be  filed  with 
the  Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  DC  20423, 
not  later  than  45  days  after  the  date 
notice  of  the  filing  of  the  application 
is  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Such  written  comments  shall  include 
the  following:  the  person’s  position, 
e.g.,  party  protestant  or  party  in  sup¬ 
port,  regarding  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tion;  specific  reasons  why  approval 
would  or  would  not  be  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest;  and  a  request  for  oral  hearing 
if  one  is  desired.  Additionally,  interest¬ 
ed  persons  who  do  not  intend  to  for¬ 
mally  participate  in  a  proceeding  but 
who  desire  to  comment  thereon,  may 
file  such  statements  and  information 
as  they  may  desire,  subject  to  the 
filing  and  service  requirements  speci¬ 
fied  herein.  Persons  submitting  writ¬ 
ten  comments  to  the  Commission, 
shall,  at  the  same  time,  serve  copies  of 
such  written  comments  upon  the  ap¬ 
plicants,  the  Secretary  of  Transporta¬ 
tion,  and  the  Attorney  General. 

Nancy  L.  Wilson, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  78-20170  Filed  7-19-78:  8:45  am] 
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This  section  of  the  Federal  Register  contains  notices  of  meetings  published  under  the  “Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act"  (Pub.  L  94-409),  5  U.S.C. 
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[6351-01] 

1 

COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION. 

\ 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m.,  July  25, 
1978. 

PLACE:  2033  K  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC.,  5th  floor  hearing  room. 

STATUS:  Parts  of  this  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public.  The  rest  of  the 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Portions  open  to  the  public. 

Monex  International,  Ltd.,  Monex  Trading 
Corp.  and  Newport  Trading  Co./Petition 
requesting  that  the  Commission  waive  cer¬ 
tain  provisions  of  its  regulations  in  order 
that  the  petitioners  may  engage  in  dealer 
option  transactions. 

Part  8— Exchange  Procedures  for  Disciplin¬ 
ary,  Summary  and  Membership  Denial 
Actions. 

Commission  review  and  action  on  proposed 
priorities,  allocations,  and  funding  levels 
for  fiscal  years  1980-1984  Plan  and 
Budget. 

Portions  closed  to  the  public: 

Enforcement  Matter/Offer  of  Settlement 
and  order  of  private  investigation. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Jane  Stuckey,  254-6314. 

tS-1479-78  Filed  7-18-78;  10:25  am] 


[6355-01] 

2 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION. 

DATE  AND  TIME:  Wednesday,  July 
19, 1978,  9:30  a.m. 

LOCATION:  Third  Floor  Hearing 
Room,  1111  18th  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20207. 

STATUS:  Partly  open,  partly  closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
(See  attached  copy  of  agenda.) 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  ADDI¬ 
TIONAL  INFORMATION: 

Richard  A.  Danca,  Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission,  Suite  300,  1111  18th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20207, 
telephone  202-634-7700. 

Commission  briefing,  Wednesday, 
July  19,  1978,  9:30  a.m.;  third  floor 
hearing  room,  1111  18th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Revised  Agenda  1 

A.  Open  to  the  public: 

1.  Briefing  on  promulgation  and  enforce¬ 
ment  of  cellulose  home  insulation  regula¬ 
tion.— The  staff  will  brief  the  Commission 
on  possible  implications  of  a  bill  requiring 
CPSC  to  mandate  the  flame-resistance  and 
corrosion  provisions  of  GSA's  specification 
on  cellulose  home  insulation. 

2.  Briefing  on  operating  plan.—' The  staff 
and  Commission  will  discuss  the  operating 
plan  for  fiscal  year  1979. 

B.  Closed  to  the  public: 

3.  The  effect  that  recent  court  decisions 
may  have  on  regulatory  development.— The 
Commission  and  staff  will  discuss  the  impli¬ 
cations  which  the  D.  D.  Bean  and  Aqua- 
Slide  decisions  may  have  on  future  CPSC 
mandatory  safety  standards. 

[S-1486-78  Filed  7-18-78;  3:36  pm] 


[6355-01] 

3 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION. 

DATE  AND  TIME:  Thursday,  July  20, 
1978,  9:30  a.m. 


1  Agenda  revised  July  17  with  the  deletion 
of  former  item  4,  a  briefing  by  the  Office  of 
Congressional  Relations.  Agenda  revised 
July  18.  at  the  request  of  staff,  by  changing 
the  order  of  the  first  two  items  so  that  the 
Commission  would  consider  Home  Insula¬ 
tion  as  the  first  item. 


LOCATION:  Third  Floor  Hearing 
Room,  1111  18th  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20207. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
(See  attached  copy  of  agenda.) 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  ADDI¬ 
TIONAL  INFORMATION: 

Richard  A.  Danca,  Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  Consumer  Product  Safety 

Commission,  Suite  300,  1111  18th 

Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20207, 

telephone  202-634-7700. 

Commission  meeting/briefing, 

Thursday,  July  20,  1978,  9:30  a.m.; 
third  floor  hearing  room,  1111  18th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Agenda 

Open  to  the  public: 

1.  Recommendation  to  close  possible  sub¬ 
stantial  product  hazard  case :  RCA  black 
and  white  televisions,  ID  77-62.— The  staff 
has  recommended  that  the  Commission 
close  this  case,  based  on  its  belief  that  there 
is  insufficient  information  that  the  televi¬ 
sion  sets  involved  present  a  substantial 
product  hazard.  The  staff  also  has  recom¬ 
mended  that  the  Commission  not  pursue  a 
timeliness-of-reporting  case. 

2.  Recommendation  to  close  possible  sub¬ 
stantial  product  hazard  case:  Sarah  Coven¬ 
try,  Inc.  hand-held  hair  dryers,  ID  77-85.— 
Based  on  its  belief  that  the  possible  defect 
in  these  hair  dryers  does  not  present  a  sub¬ 
stantial  product  hazard,  the  staff  has  rec¬ 
ommended  that  the  Commission  close  this 
case,  and  not  pursue  a  timeliness-of-report- 
ing  case. 

3.  Recommendation  to  close  possible  sub¬ 
stantial  product  hazard  case:/Boise-Cascade 
Corp.,  Preway  Energy  Mizer  fireplace,  ID 
78-46.—  The  staff  does  not  believe  that  the 
possible  defect  in  these  fireplaces  presents  a 
substantial  product  hazard,  and  has  recom¬ 
mended  that  the  Commission  close  the  case, 
and  not  pursue  a  timeliness-of-reporting 
case. 

4.  Recommendation  to  close  possible  sub¬ 
stantial  product  hazard  case:  Outboard 
Marine  Corp.  electric-start  gasoline  lawn 
mowers,  ID  77-43.—  The  staff  has  recom¬ 
mended  that  the  Commission  close  this 
case,  based  on  its  belief  that  there  is  insuffi¬ 
cient  information*  that  the  possible  defect 
presents  a  substantial  product  hazard.  The 
staff  also  has  recommended  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  not  pursue  a  timeliness-of-reporting 
case. 

5.  Recommendation  to  accept  corrective 
action  plan  and  close  case:  The  Toro  Co. 
snow  throwers,  ID  78-17.— The  staff  has  rec¬ 
ommended  that  the  Commission  accept  the 
corrective  action  plan  which  Toro  has  im¬ 
plemented  to  deal  with  a  possible  shock 
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hazard  in  certain  snow  throwers,  that  the 
Commission  close  the  case. 

6.  Recommendation  to  accept  corrective 
action  plan  and  close  case:  Carrier  Corp. 
gas  furnaces,  ID  78-37.— The  staff  has  rec¬ 
ommended  that  the  Commission  accept  the 
corrective  action  plan  and  close  the  case  in¬ 
volving  certain  gas  furnaces  with  possibly 
defective  valves. 

7.  Recommendation  to  accept  corrective 
action  plan :  Eastman  Kodak  slide  projec¬ 
tors,  ID  78-58.—  The  staff  has  recommended 
that  the  Commission  accept  the  corrective 
action  plan  which  Eastman  Kodak  has  im¬ 
plemented  to  deal  with  a  possible'  shock 
hazard  in  certain  slide  projectors  it  manu¬ 
factures. 

8.  Recommendation  to  accept  corrective 
action  plan:  Red  Devil  ( ID  78-12)  and  Sears, 
Roebuck  &  Co.  C ID  78-21)  electric  paint  re¬ 
movers.— The  staff  has  recommended  that 
the  Commission  accept  the  corrective  action 
plans  which  Red  Devil  and  Sears  have  im¬ 
plemented  to  deal  with  possible  shock  haz¬ 
ards  in  certain  electric  paint  removers. 

9.  FHSA  labeling  exemption  for 
cyanocrylate-based  glues:  Final  rule.— The 
Commission  will  consider  a  final  rule  which 
would  partially  exempt  cyanoacrylate-based 
glue  in  packages  of  three  grams  or  less  from 
size  of  labeling  requirements  of  the  Federal 
Hazardous  Substances  Act.  The  Commission 
proposed  the  exemption  in  October,  1977. 

10.  Briefing  on  proposed  ban  of  unvented 
space  heaters.— In  February,  1978,  the  Com¬ 
mission  proposed  a  ban  on  unvented  gas- 
fired  space  heaters.  At  this  meeting,  the 
staff  will  brief  the  Commission  on  possible 
actions  CPSC  may  take  as  a  result  of  evalu¬ 
ating  the  comments  received  on  this  propos¬ 
al. 

11.  Operating  plan.— The  Commission  will 
continue  discussion  of  its  Operating  Plan 
for  fiscal  year  1979. 

12.  Consolidation  of  CPSC  advisory  com¬ 
mittees.— The  Commission  will  consider  cer¬ 
tain  issues  related  to  the  possible  consolida¬ 
tion  of  CPSC’s  three  statutory  advisory 
committees,  the  Product  Safety  Advisory 
Council,  the  National  Advisory  Committee 
for  the  Flammable  Fabrics  Act,  and  the 
Technical  Advisory  Committee  on  Poison 
Prevention  Packaging. 

13.  Promulgation  and  enforcement  of  cel¬ 
lulose  home  insulation  regulation.— The 
Commission  will  continue  discussion  of  pos¬ 
sible  CPSC  actions  arising  from  a  bill  re¬ 
quiring  CPSC  to  mandate  the  flame-resis¬ 
tance  and  corrosion  provisions  of  GSA’s 
specification  on  cellulose  home  insulation. 

[S-1487-78  Filed  7-18-78;  3:36  pm] 


[6714-01] 

4 

FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

Notice  of  Change  in  Subject  Matter 
of  Agency  Meeting 

Pursuant-  to  the  provisions  of  the 
“Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act”  (5 
U.S.C.  552b),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  at  its  closed  meeting  held  at  10 
a.m.  on  July  14,  1978,  the  Corpora¬ 
tion’s  Board  of  Directors  voted,  on 
motion  of  Acting  Chairman  John  G. 
Heimann  (Comptroller  of  the  Curren¬ 


cy),  seconded  by  Director  William  M. 
Isaac  (Appointive),  to  withdraw  from 
consideration  the  application  of  Maya 
Bank,  Chula  Vista,  Calif.,  for  Federal 
deposit  insurance.  The  Board  further 
determined,  by  the  same  vote,  that  no 
earlier  notice  of  the  change  in  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  the  meeting  was  practi¬ 
cable. 

Dated:  July  14, 1978. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation, 

Alan  R.  Miller, 

Executive  Secretary. 

(S-1482-78  Filed  7-18-78;  11:55  am] 


[6740-02] 

5 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION 
OF  PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT: 
Published  July  17,  1978,  43  FR  30644. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME 
AND  DATE  OF  MEETING:  10  a.m., 
July  19,  1978. 

CHANGE  IN  THE  MEETING:  The 
following  item  has  been  added: 

Item  No.,  Docket  No.,  and  Company 
ER-10.— ES78-32.  Cliffs  Electric  Service  Co. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

tS-1481-78  Filed  7-18-78;  10:45  am] 


[6720-02] 

6 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  MORT¬ 
GAGE  CORPORATION 

TIME  AND  DATE:  2:30  p.m.,  July  27, 
1978. 

PLACE:  1700  G  Street  NW.,  sixth 
floor,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Mr.  Henry  Judy,  202-624-7107. 
MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Consideration  of  status  report  on  FHLMC 
move  to  new  FHLBB  Building. 
Consideration  of  status  report  on  task  force. 
Consideration  of  corporation  bylaws. 

No.  167,  July  19,  1978. 

Ronald  A.  Snider, 
Assistant  Secretary. 
[S-1489-78  Filed  7-18-78:  3:58  pm] 
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NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION 
OF  PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT: 
S-1476-78,  July  19,  1978. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  DATE 
AND  TIME  OF  MEETING:  Thursday, 
July  20,  1978,  9  a.m.  [NM-78-29]. 

CHANGE  IN  MEETING:  A  majority 
of  the  Board  has  determined  by  re¬ 
corded  vote  that  the  first  item  on  the 
agenda  be  withdrawn  from  considera¬ 
tion  and  that  no  earlier  announcement 
was  possible.  The  withdrawn  item  was: 

Aircraft  Accident  Report— National  Jet 
Services,  Inc.,  Douglas  DC-3,  N51071,  Evans¬ 
ville  Dress  International  Airport,  Indiana, 
December  13,  1977. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Sharon  Flemming,  202-472-6022. 
[S-1485-78  Filed  7-18-78;  3:18  pm] . 


[7600-01] 
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[Form  1] 

OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND 
HEALTH  REVIEW  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  2  p.m.,  July  31, 
1978. 

PLACE:  Vanguard  Building,  Court¬ 
room  A,  7th  floor,  1111  20th  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  This  meeting  will  be  open. 

MATTER  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Dis¬ 
cussion  of  proposed  revisions  to  the 
Rules  of  Procedure. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Ms.  Lottie  Richardson,  202-634-7970. 
Dated:  July  18,  1978. 

[S-1480-78  Filed  7-18-78;  8:45  am] 


[7905-01] 

9 

RAILROAD  RETIREMENT  BOARD. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  a.m.,  July  27, 
1978.  * 

PLACE:  Board’s  meeting  room  on  the 
8th  floor  of  its  headquarters  building 
at  844  Rush  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.  60611. 

STATUS:  Part  of  this  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public.  The  rest  of  the 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
Portions  open  to  the  public: 
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(1)  Reorganization  of  the  Bureau  of 
Supply  and  Service. 

(2)  Space  problems. 

(3)  Technical  amendments. 

(4)  Delegation  of  functions  by  Board. 

(5)  Questionnaire  on  employer  status  of 
certain  companies. 

Portions  closed  to  the  public: 

(6)  Appeal  from  referee’s  denial  of  disabil¬ 
ity  annuity  application,  Gilbert  R.  Villarino. 

(7)  Appeal  from  referee’s  denial  of  disabil¬ 
ity  annuity  application,  Michael  E. 
Schweiger. 

(8)  Appeal  from  referee’s  denial  of  annu¬ 
ity  application,  Elizabeth  Henry. 

(9)  Appeal  from  referee’s  denial  of  disabil¬ 
ity  annuity  application,  John  E.  May. 

(10)  Appeal  from  referee’s  denial  of  dis¬ 
ability  annuity  application,  George  F.  Bay. 

(11)  Appeal  of  Michael  R.  Noone  under 
the  Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance  Act. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

R.  F.  Butler,  Secretary  of  the  Board, 

COM  No.  312-751-4920,  FTS  No. 

387-4920. 

[S-1484-78  Filed  7-18-78;  3:07  pm] 


[7905-01] 
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RAILROAD  RETIREMENT  BOARD. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME 
AND  DATE  OF  THE  MEETING:  9:30 
a.m„  July  27, 1978. 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  Addi¬ 
tional  item  to  be  considered  at  closed 
meeting: 

(12)  Appeal  from  referee’s  denial  of  dis¬ 
ability  annuity  application,  Ross  S. 
Tennison. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

R.  F.  Butler,  Secretary  of  the  Board, 
COM  No.  312-751-4920,  FTS  No. 
387-4920. 

[S-1488-78  Filed  7-18-78;  3:57  pm] 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Government  in 
the  Sunshine  Act,  Pub.  L.  94-409,  that 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  will  hold  the  following  meetings 
during  the  week  of  July  24,  1978,  in 
Room  825,  500  North  Capitol  Street, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Closed  meetings  will  be  held  on 
Tuesday,  July  25,  1978  at  10  a.m.  and 
on  Thursday,  July  27,  1978,  immedi¬ 
ately  following  the  open  meeting 


scheduled  for  2:30  p.m.  Open  meetings 
will  be  held  on  Wednesday,  July  26, 
1978,  at  10  a.m.,  on  Wednesday,  July 

26,  1978,  at  3  p.m.,  and  on  Thursday, 
July  27,  1978,  at  2:30  p.m. 

The  Commissioners,  their  legal  assis¬ 
tants,  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  and  recording  secretaries  will 
attend  the  closed  meetings.  Certain 
staff  members  who  are  responsible  for 
the  calendared  matters  may  be  pres¬ 
ent. 

The  General  Counsel  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  or  his  designee,  has  certified 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  items  to  be 
considered  at  the  closed  meetings  may 
be  considered  pursuant  to  one  or  more 
of  the  exemptions  set  forth  in  5  U.S.C. 
552b(c)  (4)  (8)  (9)(A)  and  (10)  and  17 
CFR  200.402(a)(8)  (9)(i)  and  (10). 

Commissioners  Loomis,  Pollack, 
Evans,  and  Karmel,  determined  to 
hold  the  aforesaid  meetings  in  closed 
session. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  closed 
meeting  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  July 
25, 1978,  at  10  a.m.,  will  be: 

Formal  orders  of  investigation. 

Institution  of  injunctive  actions. 

Settlement  of  injunctive  actions. 

Institution  of  administrative  proceedings 
of  an  enforcement  nature. 

Settlement  of  administrative  proceedings 
of  an  enforcement  nature. 

Referral  of  investigative  files  to  Federal, 
State,  or  Self-Regulatory  authorities. 

Consideration  of  request  for  extension  of 
time  within  which  to  file  report. 

Other  litigation  matters. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  closed 
meeting  scheduled  for  Thursday,  July 

27,  immediately  following  the  open 
meeting  at  2:30  p.m.,  will  be: 

Post  oral-argument  discussion. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  open 
meeting  scheduled  for  Wednesday, 
July  26,  1978,  at  10  a.m.,  will  be: 

1.  Application  for  reentry  of  Carrol  P. 
Teig,  to  become  associated  with  a  registered 
broker-dealer. 

2.  Issuance  of  a  release  to  solicit  com¬ 
ments  on  the  Lost  and  Stolen  Securities 
Program  and  on  the  redesignation  of  the 
Securities  Information  Center,  Inc.  to  main¬ 
tain  and  operate  the  data  base  of  reported 
missing,  lost,  counterfeit  or  stolen  securities. 

3.  Issuance  of  releases  which  would  pro¬ 
pose  for  comment  amendments  to  the  uni¬ 
form  net  capital  rule.  Rule  15c3-l,  pertain¬ 
ing  to  the  treatment  of  transactions  in  mu¬ 
nicipal  securities  and  extend  until  January 
1,  1979  the  temporary  provisions  of  Rule 
15c3-l  which  currently  govern  such  transac¬ 
tions. 

4.  Submission  by  the  Securities  Investor 
Protection  Corporation  of  proposed  revi¬ 
sions  of  its  bylaws,  resulting  from  the  Secu¬ 
rities  investor  Protection  Act  Amendments 
of  1978. 

5.  Proposed  issuance  of  an  order  concern¬ 
ing  temporary  approval  of  the  Consolidated 
Quotation  Association. 

6.  Issuance  of  a  release  to  solicit  comment 
on  proposed  amendments  to  management 
remuneration  disclosure  provisions  of  the 


forms  and  rules  under  the  Securities  Act  of 
1933  and  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 

1934. 

7.  Proposed  adoption  of  amendments  to 
Regulation  S-K,  the  uniform  disclosure  reg¬ 
ulation,  setting  forth  specific  disclosure  re¬ 
quirements  to  be  used  in  preparing  certain 
registration  statements,  reports,  and  proxy 
or  information  statements  which  reference 
the  Regulation. 

8.  Issuance  of  a  release  requesting  com¬ 
ments  on  the  present  annual  report  form  re¬ 
quired  to  be  filed  by  most  publicly  owned 
companies.  Form  10-K,  and  the  revised 
format  suggested  by  the  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Corporate  Disclosure. 

9.  Proposed  extension  of  the  comment 
period  concerning  Amendments  to  the  Uni¬ 
form  System  of  Accounts  for  Mutual  and 
Subsidiary  Service  Companies  under  the 
Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of 

1935. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  open 
meeting  scheduled  for  Wednesday, 
July  26, 1978,  at  3  p.m.,  will  be: 

The  Commission  will  meet  with  represen¬ 
tatives  of  the  National  Association  of  Secu¬ 
rities  Dealers,  Inc.  (“NASD”)  to  discuss  mat¬ 
ters  relating  to:  the  National  Market 
System,  independent  directors  and  audit 
committees  for  securities  quoted  in  the 
NASDAQ  System,  the  NASDAQ  Options 
Program,  and  NASD  proposals  concerning 
securities  distribution  practices. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  open 
meeting  scheduled  for  Thursday,  July 
27, 1978,  at  2:30  p.m.,  will  be: 

Oral  argument  on  an  application  by 
Moshe  Avraam  Shaltiel  for  review  of  disci¬ 
plinary  action  taken  by  the  New  York  Stock 
Exchange,  Inc. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION, 
PLEASE  CONTACT: 

Beverly  Rubman  at  202-755-1103. 
July  18, 1978. 

tS-1483-78  Filed  7-18-78;  3:07  p.m.] 
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FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK 
BOARD. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  3  p.m.,  July  24, 
1978. 

PLACE:  1700  G  Street  NW.,  sixth 
floor,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Franklin  D.  Bolling,  202-377-6677. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
Proposed  regulations  to  govern  use  of 
alternative  mortgage  instruments  by 
Federal  associations. 

No.  166,  July  19,  1978. 

Announcement  is  being  made  at  the 
earliest  practicable  time. 

[S-1494-78  Filed  7-19-78;  11:28  am] 
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